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out in the open and when things should be camouflaged and papered over.
Most times in life it is much better to paper over differences because then
relationships can continue and people can live together in peace, while

if issues are forced to the surface then all that usually happens is that

enmity breaks out, hacred ensues, and nothing is really ever solved. Jacob

did rebuke Joseph, but it did not solve the problem because the problem

was really the difference between Joseph's dream and the brothers' dreams.
levTiee. only
Joseph dreamed about sheaves and stars, The brothers omdy dreamed about

the present. Thetr-dreamewdid not concema-she fasuse. They were only concerned

about the present. Let us all hope and pray that in the future we will,

+wo, know when to paper over differences and when to bring out differences

sharply, as the Maccabees had to do, so that the Jewish people &an zontinue oA 0
Lt vs*4i| e ~ Ploy vt o Apererces il mds%-ﬁs b Rorue il sbdgs lo MJ‘W“ weh

to livey bugs—more-mmpertantly, so that there will Be harmony among us and

ndhatred.
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We all know that it is very difficulc for people to live together. Each
of us has special desires and special beliefs and special attictudes, and
each of us is very sensitive. It is very difficult to live in a family

or in a congregation or in a city or in a state with different people who
have different views and tastes who have different ways of doing things.
The only way we can live together is if we obfuscate our differences; in
other words, if we blur the differences between us. Sometimes we know that
we cannot express clearly, sharply, and openly the differences that we have
because if we do so then we will hurt other people's feelings and cause
unsolvable arguments. Therefore, we know that diplomacy is required, compromise
is required, but if we utilize diplomacy, if we comptunise; what does that
do to the truth? Doesn'c that somecimes destroy our own true feelings?
Does that somecimes destroy our own vision of what the future is to be?

Doesn't that trample on our individuality?

This is indeed a difficult problem, and there are some people: who would

go to ;:e excreme by saying that if a person is polite he is being immoral.
Lf you say thank you for certain things for which you are not thankful,
aren't you a liar? If a certain person gives you what is only due to you,
should you heap him with praise? After all, by saying thank you, aren't
you, in effect, giving credit to someone for something for which he does
not deserve? Also, when you deal with people in a polite way instead of
demanding that which is yours, don't you, in effect, give up part of your
claim? So we see that many times we do obfuscate, we do cloud over ste
different issues in order for us to live together in peace. In fact, the
Gemorah tells the story of a man who came to live in a city in which everybody
was sworn to tell only the truth. He lived there and was getting along

very well when one day a neighbor came over and asked to speak to his wife.
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His wife at that time was very sick and was throwing up. He did not want
to embarass his wife by saying that she was indisposed and throwing up so
he said that his wife was busy now and that she would call on this lady
when she was finished. It was found out by the elders of this town that

he had not told the whole truth and he was expelled from that town. The
point of the story in the Talmud was to inform us that many times we should
not tell the whole truth. This, too, we know is one of the ;mrpases of
clothing. Clothing hides, many times, our true feelings, especially different
types of automatic responses. Also, by choosing what type of clothes to
wear we sometimes hide our true feelings. We dress formally at an affair
to honor someone even if we do not feel he should be honored. It is true
that there comes a point when we cannot cloud over differences, when we
can no longer bridge seemingly unbridgeable gaps, and then we must take

a stand, However, until that point in time comes wkea we should try to
bridge the gaps. We should try to make the necessary compromises so that

we can live together.

In the Torah portion Vayeshev we learn about these things. The rabbis hese
also semsssfue. g8 have us read this Torah portion Vayeshev right before Chanukah.
In this Torah portion Vayeshev we learn about the quarrel of Joseph and

his brothers. We learn how the brothers were jealous of Joseph and how

they had, in a certain sense, reason to be because Joseph would tattletale

about them to their father, especially how they were treating the sons of
the handmaidens, the sons of Bilah and the sons of Zilpah. He also told
them all about his dreams. Jacob tried to paper over these differences.
He tried to make sure that they would not blossom into full blown hatred.

It turned out that he was unsuccessful. When Joseph told his dreams to

his father the Torah says that his father rebuked him. He said, "What is
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this dream that you dream? Will we come, I and your mother and your brothers,
to bow down to you to the ground?" Then it goes on to say, "And his father
watched this thing." His father also was guilty of exacerbating this problem
by giving Joseph a striped coat. Joseph's brothers hated him also because
theyﬂsaw that their father loved him more than all of the other brothers.

The rabbis say that Joseph was a scholar. He was a studious individual

who used to study with his father. Therefore, because of this, his father
had a lot in common with him and, therefore, he gave him this coat of many
colors. It is interesting to note that throughout this Torah portion a

coat, a garment, plays a very big role because a garment covers not only

the body but a garment also many times covers the truth. In fact, in Hebrew
the word for garment, Beged, is also the word for a traitor because a traitor
appears to be something that he is not. A traitor pretends that he is" friends

when he is really an enemy. He is cloaked with friendship but in his heart

there was nothing but enmity. ..

Throughout this Torah portion we learn about how we have to cloak differences
in order to be able to live in peace until we come to a point where we cannot
any longer, until we have to say n‘;e‘{-l we can go no further. That, of course,
is one of the reasons why the rabbis have determined that we must read this
Torah portion close to Chanukah because there is one gap that can never

be bridged, and that is the gap between Judaism and idolatry. Many Jews
tried to bridge that gap in the time of the Maccabees. In fact, to a large
extent, the story of Chanukah is the story of a civil war in which the Hellenist
Jews tried to claim that the truths of Judaism and the truth of paganism
could be bridged over, that yﬂk could be both a pagan and a Jew. Of course,
we know that this can never be so. There was a limit e how much ’g‘t

wt
can cover over, how much yea can obfuscate. g&cannoc cover over all problems.
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thost .

Qaleer problems, though, can be easily and mapbe should be covered over.

People say that a husband and wife should never argue before their children,
we&& ol i i

that if they sheyswosit destroy their childrens' feeling of security

and so, therefore, they should paper over their differences im—fwent=—at

Cheiumsivicidves until they are in private and then they can discuss their

problems. I personally do not think that this is always a good idea. I

think that many problems should be discussed in front of children, even

when parents disagree because later on when these children get married and

they have disagreements with their spouses they will not know that it is

normal to have disagreements with your spouse. They will npt know that

in marriage it is normal to have differences of opinion. I cam tell you

have- At

that many times young couples come to me and they are very, very upset because

they have disagreements and they say their parents never had disagreements.

I tell them that their parents did but that they did not know about them.

When they quin their parents they% out that their parents,had many disagreements

but that they cloaked them from their children.

In the Torah Vayeshev we learn about a garment over and.over again. We
learn how after Yehuda, Jwdakr, convinced his brothers to sell Joseph they
stripped Joseph of his coat and dipped it in the blood of a goat and then
gave it to their father and said, "Recognize, please, the coat of your son."
Jacob was forced to pronounce Joseph's death. He said, "A wild beast has
eaten him. Joseph has been torn." When Reuben came back to the pit in
which he had told the brothers to keep Joseph, he.tore his clothes because
he, too, had tried to disguise his true motive. He, too, had pretended

to be with the brothers when really he had told them not to actively kill

v
their brother but to passively put him in a pit so later he could come and
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save him. HeSlmmesisesdtexhos. Judah, too, was punished by a garment when
he was confronted by his daughter-in-law, Tamar, whom he had mistakenly
slept with. His older son had died after Tamar had married him. He had
given her his second son and he, too, had died. dﬁk was then supposed to
give her his third son, but he was at that time too young. ’&Mﬁ}ited until
he was old enough but still Yehuda did not give him to her. Tamar then
covered herself with a veil and pretended to be a prostitute and Judah came
to her and he left behind his own coat, signet ring, and staff as a surety
for payment. The rabbis say Peseeleem refers to a coat, a coat that even
had tzitzis on it. Later when she was brought before a court accused of
consorting with a man she said, "The man who did this to me, here is his
coat, signet ring, and staff,"” and Judah admitted that it was he, that he
was the man and that she was blameless, that he had failed her by not giving
her his third son. The cloak was sctripped away from him.

Joseph, too, later on,we learn was sent to prison because of a garment.

He was the head of the household of his master and the wife of the master
had set her eyes upon Joseph. When no one was there she entreated him to
lie with her. He refused and she grabbed ahold of his garment saying to
him, "Lie with me." He left his garment in her hands and he fled.and—went
owtside. When she saw that she had the garment in her hands she called
the men of her household and she said, "See, this man, this servant, tried
to rape me." Because she had the garment, the rabbis say, Joseph was actually
saved because when his case came before trial the judges knew that if her
clothes had vbeen ripped then he would be guilty, but if she was holding

his clothing in her hand, then obviously things were not the way she claimed

but because of the honor of his master Joseph was sent to prison. He was
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not, though, killed. In a certain sense his garment saved his life. Without

it he probably would have been convicted on her word alone.

We see that many times it is good to paper over differences, especially

if the problems are irreconciliable. At other times the problems are so

basic that we have not only to speak about them but we even have to fight

for them, as the Maccabees did, otherwise Judaism will disappe-arA It is

not true chat in all instances we should let everything hang out, and it

is not true that in all instances we should cover up things, but we do know

that many times when we discuss msmsy problems we legitimatize them. We

make them commonplace and, therefore, we justify people doing certain things

that they normally would not do becau,seﬂs’ocial pressure. 9 agatEmmhen .
e Fhinss Hel

Now they can say that since everybody else is doing wt, # might as well

do m, too. Yes, sometimes we have to cover up our feelings. Sometimes

we have to cover up different kinds of problems and paper over differences

so that we can live together, otherwise we could never live together. On

the other hand, though, there are certain problems that are so & that

we can never cover them up. The Maccabees dnstraté one type. Joseph w’m"if(

ai& left his garment because he was not going to give up the morality of

his forefachers. Judah admitted that it was his garment when he saw that

someone else was going to be punished for his sin. The brothers acted terribly

immorally when they covered up their own deed by having their father pronounce

Joseph dead, never once saying what happened to Joseph. Joseph, too, should

have covered up his dreams. He should not have let it all hang out. He

should nor have caused jealousy to reign in his family. Yaacov, too, should

have covered up his admiration for Joseph because Joseph was a scholar,

and he should not have distinguished him from the other brothers by favoritism.

We see rhat many times it is not s clear as to when things should be brought




