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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Yevamos 64b) states that Yitzchok was an rueg 
(infertile) as indicated by the Posuk: u,at jfbk ‘sk ejmh r,ghu 
which points to how Yitzchok davened opposite his wife, rather 
than for her, as they apparently shared a common problem. The 
Gemara further notes that the Avos were infertile because 
Hashem desired their Tefilos. The Yismach Moshe cites a 
Yerushalmi which quotes R’ Bun as also saying that Yitzchok 
was an rueg, and the Yerushalmi notes that this opinion is 
inconsistent with another opinion held by R’ Bun, that one may 
purchase a Parah Adumah from an idolater. How are these 
opinions inconsistent ? The Divrei Aish suggests as follows: The 
Avnei Shoham offers an alternate reason for the infertility of the 
Imahos, namely that they had wicked brothers. Since most 
children take after their mother’s brother, it was “best” that Sarah 
and Rivkah not bear such children. However, this natural 
tendency towards an uncle only applied to natural births. Where a 
birth was miraculous, this tendency would not take effect upon 
the children. In theory, there should be no need for two reasons. If 
the Avos were infertile to encourage Tefilah, there would be no 
need to make the Imahos infertile, and vice-versa. As such, the 
Gemara which held the reason to be a desire for Tefilah could 
hold that even after a miraculous birth, children would still 
naturally take after their (wicked) uncle. The Gemara (Avodah 
Zara 23a) records a Machlokes concerning the purchase of a 
Parah Adumah from an idolater. The Chachomim permit it, while 
R’ Eliezer is worried about bestiality. At issue might very well be 
whether Hashem would “miraculously” allow the birth of a 
perfectly red cow to an idolater, if a threat of bestiality exists. R’ 
Eliezer says yes; the Chachomim say no. As such, since R’ Bun 
held that Yitzchok was infertile so as to encourage Tefilah, there 
was no need for the Avnei Shoham’s reason, and R’ Bun could 
hold that Hashem would indeed allow the “miraculous” birth of a 
wicked son to Rivkah. If so, R’ Bun should agree with R’ Eliezer 
that the miraculous birth of a Parah Adumah to an idolater would 
not remove fear of bestiality by that idolater. However, R’ Bun 
held like the Chachomim on this issue, which is the inconsistency. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When must one drink wine purposefully in front of a non-Jew   ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(How could something be Muktza long before Shabbos begins  ?)  
The Mishna Berurah (263:57) quotes Pri Megadim who says that 
if one lit Shabbos candles early on Friday, on condition not to be  
,ca kcen thereby, the candles become Muktza immediately.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
One should not hold anything in his hands while davening 
Shemona Esrei (or other parts of Tefilah), because he will be 
distracted by the care necessary to keep it from falling. By the 
same token, one may bend down and pick up a fallen Sefer if he is 
unable to concentrate with it lying there.  (MB 96:7)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Yevamos 64b) states: if a woman’s first two sons 
died as a result of their Bris Milah, the third son should not have a 
Bris (R’ Shimon exempts the 4th son if 3 died) …. if a woman’s 
first two husbands died, she may not marry again (R’ Shimon 
forbids the 4th if 3 died). The Shulchan Aruch (s”uh 263:2) rules 
that if a man’s first two sons (even from different wives) die from 
a Bris, the third is exempt from a Bris. The Chelkas Mechokek 
asks: The Shulchan Aruch (z”gvt 9:2) also rules that if a man’s 
first two wives die, he may still marry a third. Presumably, this is 
because the Gemara never mentions or forbids it. If so, why is a 
man’s third son exempt from a Bris Milah ? The Gemara doesn’t 
mention that case either ! The Beis Shmuel suggests that it makes 
sense to exempt the 3rd son, since there is an obvious weakness in 
this man’s sons, and the Mishna (Eduyos 2:9) states that a child 
receives the attributes of strength, beauty, wealth, wisdom and 
longevity from his father. However, the Gemara (ibid) makes 
clear that it is the blood’s thinness and inability to clot properly 
that causes death by Bris Milah, not a weakness in strength. 
Furthermore, Igros Moshe (s”uh 1:154) opines that the five 
attributes listed in the Mishna are not exclusive to the father, but 
may come from the mother as well. For example, we see that 
Yitzchok was concerned: h,un ouh h,gsh tk because he was within 
5 years of his mother’s total years, thus indicating his mother’s 
connection to his longevity. Also, the Yerushalmi (Kidushin 1:7) 
states that one is obligated to provide 5 services to one’s father, 
corresponding to the five attributes (giving food, giving drink, 
dressing, giving shoes and guiding). Certainly, these are acts of 
Kavod which one must provide to one’s mother as well. As such, 
there is nothing exclusive to the father that would seem to cause 
death thru a Bris. Therefore Igros Moshe concludes that one may 
not compare Chazal’s assessments of different aspects in the Teva 
(nature). Blaming death at a Bris on blood must take into account 
both parents, who combine to provide the child with blood. But if 
Chazal did not detect a natural pattern where a man’s wives died, 
a matter of Pikuach Nefesh, then there must not have been one. 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
When a young Talmid Chochom whose name was Shmuel Eliezer, 
reached the age of Shiduchim, he was offered many suggestions 
coupled with offers of Rabbinic positions in very respected 
communities. He refused all such offers, claiming that the Rabbinate 
would not allow him to learn Torah properly. An offer came from a 
wealthy widow who guaranteed she would support his learning until the 
day she died, and he need not accept a position. Shmuel Eliezer looked 
into it and found that the widow already had one son-in-law who was 
learning without a position, and he agreed. After the Chasunah, the 
widow kept her promise and not only did she support Shmuel Eliezer, 
but all those who gathered around to learn with him and from him as 
well. She supported them all until the day she died, after which, out of 
gratitude and recognition, Shmuel Eliezer adopted as his family name, 
her name, which was “Eidel”, calling himself Shmuel Eliezer Eideles, 
better known as the MaHarsha.  

P.S . Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Stauber family. 


