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Translation:

For this reason it is forbidden to have (clothing) with both wool and flax... Hashem
said it is not logical to mix the offering of the sinner with the offering of the
innocent.

Explanation:

1°? and 9271 held diametrically opposite views concerning man’s relationship to the
material world. 1°p rejected the physical world, choosing the life of the ascetic, while
5271 felt that G-d wanted man to enjoy all things material while retaining the
spiritual as his primary focus. This difference is displayed in their names (their
nature), their professions and in their choice of offerings and helps explain 1p’s
extreme reaction to Hashem’s rejection of his sacrifice. Our Musag sees the
prohibition to mix wool and linen (flax) as a symbol of mixing these two
philosophies.

The fact that Hashem accepted 9277’s lifestyle over that of 7p helps guide us in
understanding the Torah’s attitude concerning the approach one should have
towards the material world.

Looking in the Pasuk:

There are various hints in the wording of the Pasuk that point to 1°p bringing a
meager offering which the Midrash symbolizes as flax seed. The main hint is in the
comparison of his offering to that of %2:1. By °» no mention is made of 1272 or of
any type of especially choice fruits, whereas by 2277 both are mentioned. Also of
note is the fact that °p does not seem to hold ownership over his land while %277
calls the flock his own. The above, combined with 1°P’s perplexing reaction to the
rejection of his offering speak volumes as to his personal philosophy regarding
material possessions.



NOTES

The Midrash from which our Musag is taken comes to explain the source of the Torah’s prohibition
to wear a mixture of wool and linen (flax). While the prohibition is generally viewed as a 1, a law
with no known reason, the Midrash uses the story of 92m Pp and the offerings they brought to
explain why the Torah prohibited mixing the two.

The Midrash teaches us that the offering 1°p brought was jnws seed*. The first question we must ask
is: How did the Midrash know this?

The 727 wHn teaches:
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The Midrash points to the fact that %271 brought the first of his flock — 1K n17152 - while 1°p did not
do so. The concept of bringing first fruits 72787 *0 nwxn (@ Mitzvah which the Jewish people
will later be commanded) does not appear to be important to p. The offering of 277 is described in
glowing detail, while the offering of 1°p lacks any descriptive adjectives. Therefore the Midrash
compares 1p to one who kept his first fruits to himself while gifting the king with the lesser fruits.
The fact that the quality of his offering was in itself lacking is echoed in the words of the 727 wn
quoted above: n?0o: 1. Rashi includes this thought in his commentary as well:y1133 % ,mn785 9%,
While it is probably impossible to really know what measly gift 1°p offered, the Midrash mentions
flax seed. We might propose that this is because flax seeds are barely fit for human consumption
and are usually planted and not eaten.? Therefore, flax seed accurately represents that which 1p
brought.

As mentioned above, 227 makes sure to bring 1axg n1102n, the firstborn animal which is known to
have the finest meat. According to the 0Y9p2x% o1n the added word j2%nm1 comes to teach us that
he brought the fattest ones®. The *»%w17> 017N here translates as ‘the fattened ones’, meaning the
animals were overfed to ensure that the choicest meats would be brought as an offering to Hashem.
According to this translation of the word 37°2%m1 the contrast between 1°p and 9277 is quite clear.
While 1°p did not even bother to bring his first fruits, %271 was going out of his way to prepare a
special offering of thanks to Hashem. Thus wool, a symbol of the luxurious* benefits we receive
from animals, accurately represents 72n’s gift. Flax and wool thereby demonstrate the polar
opposites of the offerings of 2am 1°p and, as the Midrash says 27yn°w 17K, it is simply not logical
that the two should be mixed.

While the Torah does not tell us why Hashem accepted 9277°s gift and rejected 1°p’s, the ®mman wa
calls 1p a X, This seems to be a result of his measly offering. On the other hand, the acceptance

of 727’s sacrifice seems to be directly connected to the high quality of his offering. The Rambam in

his 710 mawn ° writes that there is an important lesson to be learned:
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1 See Rashi nm7x: »19m 777 who quotes the Tanchumah regarding the flax seed. The “n%w17 o1n
(?%°my 12 131) also translates the oo as flax seed.

2 See .2 X7N2 X212

3 The Pasuk cannot mean that he brought the fat of the animal as a sacrifice rather it is to be
understood as he took from the fattest ones. This is consistent with the understanding in the Talmud
(.Top oomaT).

4 See next note.
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What is truly perplexing is the nature of 1°p’s reaction. 115 99> TR 1°P% 2, the Torah tells us that
1P was extremely angry and terribly disappointed. Put simply, what exactly was he expecting? Did
he think Hashem would bless him for his flax seed? If anything, his only reaction should have been
one of embarrassment! Perhaps even more difficult to understand is why 1p brought the offering in
the first place. We must remember that it was his idea to bring an offering and that 257 brought only
after 1°p as the Torah states: X7 o3 x°2:7 72m. If Pp was not willing to part with his material
possessions why bother with offerings at all?

Based on the commentary of the 8427 pnyi we may suggest a compelling explanation to the entire
episode. 1°p and 9271 held diametrically opposing philosophies concerning man’s relation to the
physical world, philosophies that are reflected in one choosing to become a farmer while the other
decided to become a shepherd. 1°p believed that man should live a simple life taking only his barest
necessities from the physical world. Thus he was a farmer, subsisting on his hard labor and living
by the creed an® 2axn '8 ny°1a. To 1P each moment wasted on the physical disrupted one’s focus
on the true goal of man; to connect as fully as possible to the spiritual world. 1> realized that the
only things we truly have in this world, the only thing that reamins with us forever, are the spiritual
pursuits through which we acquire everlasting life. He dedicated his life to this acquisition as his
name itself infers ' nX WX *n°3p.

5211 on the other hand believed that Hashem wanted man to enjoy the physical world and to take full
advantage of the luxuries it could provide. He therefore became a shepherd, enjoying all the
benefits animals make available to man. He ate meat and dairy products, and drank milk. He used
the wool of his flock to provide warm clothing in the winter and soft mattresses on which he would
sleep. He was a man of o°2271 927, living his life in the lap of luxury, focusing his efforts on the
frivolities of life. His name perfectly represented his approach to life.

We might even suggest that each was born with strong leaning towards these approaches, their
choices of profession being a natural outgrowth of their character. Their names thus described their
natures, which would explain why the Torah does not say that 71 gave birth to a son and called
him 1p, but rather that she gave birth to 1p and she gave birth to 25, Additionally, we now
understand why 1°p brings from nn7x:, but not 17, while %27 brings not from jxx:7 but from 1xx.
Even the land that 1> worked he did not wish to consider his own, while 92771 did not hesitate to
consider his material possessions as his own.

It was therefore 1p, the man of the spirit, who first realized that man was obligated to offer gifts to
Hashem. 921 followed his brother’s lead. “;man 172 X277 12 1P, each one brought their offering to
Hashem from that which was ‘in their hands’. 12, who eschewed the physical world and subsisted
on the bare minimum, brought the most meager gift possible for this was man’s portion in the
physical realm. 5277, who lived on the ‘fat of the land’ brought the finest and fattest, for to him this
was man’s portion. It is altogether likely that °» looked at his brother as a sinner; someone whose
focus on his material needs would lead him far astray from the calling of the spiritual world.

We can only imagine 7°2’s disgust upon looking at his brother’s sinful offering. He probably
expected G-d to immediately display his obvious displeasure towards 92:1’s wayward actions. But,
then the unthinkable happens; Hashem accepts 727’s offering but not his! p cannot begin to
comprehend what has transpired. Hashem did not only reject his offering but his entire way of life!
He was the one who dedicated himself towards the spiritual and now source of all things spiritual
chooses his materialistic brother? 1p’s extreme anger and dismay make perfect sense.

6 Written by the (172 77 »2x *2na1) 27x3, 19" Century Rosh Yeshiva of Yeshivas Volozhin.
7 2% pwRna



Hashem answers 1p that while the ascetic lifestyle is certainly an ideal one (nXw 2°bn ar X77), it is
not meant for everyone. In fact, such a path will lead most to sin (y211 nXvr nno? 2°vn X2 aR). The
path to spirituality for most must include the physical as well. Hashem gave us the physical world
to enjoy, but, at the same time, challenges us not to let it become the primary focus of our
existence®. G-d’s acceptance of 7277’s offering serves as guide for future generations outlining
Divine expectations. Hashem wishes us to enjoy all aspects of the material world but to remember
to dedicate the fruits of our labors towards serving Him. (In fact almost all of the great individuals
in Tanach were wealthy. The fact that our Avos were all shepherds and not farmers would seem to
bear this out. The ideal of a Torah Jew living an impoverished existence does not seem to be
evidenced almost anywhere in early Torah sources®.)

The 2x1 concludes his incredible commentary on this episode with a unique understanding of why
1P Killed 217, He bases his idea on two peculiarities in the text. In i 109 we read:
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The 271 wonders what it was that 1°p told %27 and why %27 would be in a field and not grazing his
flocks in a pasture. He concludes that 1°p tried to convince an to be a farmer as he was. He tried to
change %27’s nature and turn him into a farmer to fulfill the ideal of nXw 2°bn ox &%7. He brought
2271 to the 77w and tried to ‘educate’ %271 in the art of farming. When 271 proved to be too slow a
learner 1°p beat him as any good teacher would. Eventually, these beatings led to 27’s death.

A tremendously important lesson could be learned from the above. 1p’s real sin was in trying to
‘modify’ %271 to be more like him. This perhaps explains further the prohibition of mixing the flax
and the wool. The Torah seeks for us to perfect our nature not change it. The man of flax should not
try and become the man of wool or vice versa. The two must not be mixed®°.

Questions for Further Thought:
a. There are two places where the Torah permitted mixing wool and linen: in the clothes of the
2173 770 and in n°¥ ¥ nPon. Why do you think the Torah allowed for these exceptions?
b. Can you think of examples in which the Torah extols the value of the material world?

8 Perhaps the best known example of this is the 2°11 who, according to one opinion in the
(.2> nravn) Rma, must bring a sin offering because he abstained from enjoying wine
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9 Whenever | mention this point | am always challenged with the mwn in (7 m3wn 1 p75) NMax *pao
which seems to clearly teach the opposite:
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However a look at Rashi’s commentary on this Mishnah proves our contention:
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10 perhaps | might be so bold and add a social commentary on the lesson 9271’s death might teach.
When we try to change the %2:1’s of the world into becoming like the 1p’s of the world we are
courting disaster. 12> 1°2nn



