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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Bava Basra 100a) brings support to R’ Eliezer who 
holds that property can be acquired by walking on it, from 
Avrohom Avinu, who was told: .rtc lkv,v oue. Apparently, 
according to R’ Eliezer, Eretz Yisroel (Canaan) was acquired by 
Avrohom Avinu at that time, as he traveled across it, which gave 
rise to the quarrel between Avrohom’s and Lot’s shepherds, 
regarding the right to graze their livestock on Canaani grass. The 
Yeshuos Yaakov notes that even if R’ Eliezer’s position was 
correct, only the land itself would have been given to Avrohom; 
not that which would have grown on it, which would have still 
belonged to the Canaani, as the Posuk indicates .rtc zt hbgbfvu. 
The Pardes Yosef asks what motivated Avrohom’s shepherds to 
rebuke Lot’s shepherds over their possible theft of the grass. Is 
Tochachah an 8th Noachide mitzvah ? Even if Avrohom was 
keeping the Torah mitzvos, the mitzvah of Tochachah is only to 
l,hng – other Jews. The Yekar Tiferes cites the Meshech 
Chochmah (jb) who describes the 7 Noachide mitzvos as cultural 
imperatives, designed for the purpose of okugv ouhe – to maintain 
the world in an operable fashion. The mitzvos of the Torah, on the 
other hand, are observed because Hashem has instructed us to do 
so, not for any political or sociological reason. As such, each 
Torah mitzvah is a separate act of observance, and a Jew receives 
specific S’char for each individual mitzvah that he performs. A 
Ben-Noach does not receive S’char for individual mitzvos, but 
rather S’char for observing all 7 in furtherance of okugv ouhe. 
Therefore, there is no difference between one Ben-Noach stealing 
or another. Both degrade their collective mandate to maintain the 
world in an operable fashion, and when one Ben-Noach rebukes 
another, he is not performing a separate (8th) Noachide mitzvah, 
but is rather supporting okugv ouhe generally, as he is obligated to 
do by the 7 Noachide mitzvos. Since Torah mitzvos are not based 
on such a general purpose, Jews needed a separate Chiyuv of 
l,hng ,t jhfu, jfuv. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would valid Tzedaka be returned to the donor (no ,ugy) ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Who must be sad when others are happy ?)  
The BaCH (j”ut 224) quotes the Sefer HaEshkol which states that 
one should not view gentile dances and merriment, and when one 
hears the sounds of such events, one should groan, feel anguish 
and say a special Nusach HaTefilah  over the loss of 
Yerushalayim and the Beis HaMikdash a”g.    

DIN'S CORNER:  
A hec – one who is able to daven fluently himself, may not be 
Yotzay with the Chazoras HaShatz of another. If he does not 
understand ,ukhnv aurhp (meaning of the words) he may also not 
be Yotzay with another’s, even though he would be Yotzay, 
saying it himself without understanding. (MB 124:1) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Avodah Zara 10b) states that a secret cave existed, 
connecting the house of Antoninus with that of Rebbi. Every day, 
Antoninus would visit Rebbi to learn Torah, accompanied by two 
servants whom he would kill - one before entering Rebbi’s house 
and the other before returning to his own. Antoninus wanted to be 
alone with Rebbi, so once when R’ Chanina was in Rebbi’s 
house, Antoninus instructed R’ Chanina to go and “awaken” the 
servant lying outside Rebbi’s door. Upon discovering that the 
servant was dead, R’ Chanina said to himself, “I cannot report 
back that he is dead, because vkekev kg ihchan iht – one should 
not report bad news. I cannot just leave, for that would be an 
insult to the king.” He therefore davened and brought the servant 
back to life. Sefer Chasidim (802) restricts this rule to situations 
where the report of the bad news has no consequence. However, 
where something is to be gained by it, such as sdhu yhkpv tchu – 
where Og, King of Bashan reported Lot’s capture to Avrohom, 
resulting in Avrohom’s rescue, it is permitted to offer the bad 
news, just as it is certainly permitted to inform regarding a sick 
person, so that others may daven for him. The Shulchan Aruch 
(s”uh 402:12) rules that when someone dies, there is no obligation 
to inform his relatives, and to do so is deemed foolish. However, 
the Rema notes that sons should be notified, even if the daughters 
are not, so that they may say Kadish. The Pischei Teshuvah (1) 
cites the Chamudei Daniel who ruled that a brother may conceal a 
sister’s death from his siblings by changing out of his mourning 
clothing into Shabbos clothing, so as to avoid having to convey 
the tragic news. Why not derive from yhkpv tchu that it is in fact 
permitted ? The original source of vkekev kg ihchan iht is the 
reluctance of Hasach to deliver Esther’s message to Mordechai 
(that to appear uninvited before the king would result in her 
death), so he had others deliver it, as the Posuk says hfsrnk ushdhu. 
Here too, though the Posuk says orctk sdhu yhkpv tchu, it does not 
say what Og related, and it concludes with where Avrohom was 
living. The next Posuk says: uhjt vcab hf orct gnahu, implying 
that Avrohom heard the bad news from another source.  
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A newspaper editor decided to increase circulation by focusing on an 
individual, and printing as many disparaging items about him as 
possible. A friend of the editor did not approve of this and constantly 
attempted to talk him out of it. Once, he pointed out that at the very 
least, he would be making an enemy of the individual that he disparages. 
Surely that could not be good for business. The editor responded that 
statistics confirm that his current format was proven best for attracting 
customers. “You see”, he explained, “when I say something disparaging 
about someone, he may become my enemy, but everyone else will 
appreciate it, and enjoy reading it. On the other hand, if I were to say 
something complimentary about the individual, the exact opposite would 
occur - the individual praised would be my friend, but everyone else 
would dislike me for praising him. It is simply a question of the numbers,  
and my circulation does much better this way.”      

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


