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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Chulin 60a) derives from otcm kfu that all creations 
were created in their final size and appearance. As Rashi points 
out, the ox was created full-size with his horns. The question is 
raised, was a day-old ox considered to be an adult ox or only 1 
day old ? In the case of a lamb, which changes from a acf to an 
kht after 2 years, would a newly-created lamb qualify for a 
Korban Pesach, which must be one-year-old, or is it disqualified 
because it “looks” much older ? A similar question was asked 
concerning the Gemara (Shabbos 33b) which describes how R’ 
Shimon b. Yochai, while hiding in a cave for many years was 
given a carob tree to eat from. Shouldn’t this tree have been 
forbidden as vkrg for the first 3 years ? Some Meforshim answer 
that it was provided fully grown, as a tree that had passed its first 
several years. Although vkrg may still apply to a fully grown tree 
even after many years if it is transplanted, perhaps here Hashem 
provided the tree together with a portion of its earth, which 
exempts it from a second period of vkrg.  The Gemara (Avodah 
Zarah 8a) describes how when Adam saw the sun set on his first 
day, he was concerned that the world had darkened because of his 
aveirah, but when it rose again in the morning, he offered a rua  
for a Korban in gratitude. The ox had obviously been created on 
the 6th day, like Adam himself, so the Posuk which requires all 
animals to reach their eighth day – vmrh vtkvu hbhnav ouhnu - 
before being offered, was not complied with. The Shomer Emes 
cites the GRiZ who says that if Chazal tell us that Adam offered a 
rp or a rua (because that’s what it really was at that point), then 
calling it by that name means it had a status of rp, even after 1 
day, and a rp is defined as over the age of two (see c”gr in Parah 
1:2). As such, we must also conclude that a newly-created acf, at 
its kht-like size, would also, due to its appearance, be viewed as 
more than a one-year lamb, and therefore be disqualified for a 
Korban Pesach.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When do we measure Halachic time limits from the time a person 
rises in the morning from bed ?          

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Where should the father feed a child, but not the mother  ?)    
The Magen Avraham (j”ut 616:2) states (regarding training a 
child to fast in ever increasing amounts on fast days) that 
according to Tosafos, the entire mitzvah of Chinuch falls only on 
the father. As such, any supply of food to fulfill a mitzvah 
(Chinuch) must be done by the father.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If a father vows not to allow himself to derive any enjoyment 
from his son because he wants his son to learn Torah without 
being disturbed, the son may still perform 4 basic and simple 
tasks for him:  1) supply him with water; 2) provide him with 
light; 3) roast him a small fish; and 4) run errands, only if his 
father never does them for himself. (Shulchan Aruch s”uh 223:1)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Horios 13a) states that if one is in captivity together 
with his father and he only has the wherewithal to redeem one, he 
is to redeem himself before attempting to redeem his father. The 
same conclusion is reached by the Mishna (Bava Metzia 33a) 
which permits one to retrieve his own lost article before that of 
his father. What would the Halacha be when faced with the same 
competing interests between one’s father and one’s wife ? Whom 
does one redeem first ? Although redeeming one’s wife is a 
condition of the Kesubah, the husband is only obligated to do so 
once. If his wife is captured a second time, would her redemption 
precede his father’s ? Tosafos (Gittin 45a) states that despite the 
Gezeirah prohibiting the payment of an exorbitant ransom, one is 
permitted to redeem one’s wife for more than her “value” because 
she is a part of the husband, and the Gezeirah was never intended 
to restrict one’s ability to redeem oneself. Thus, as one’s wife is 
different from his other relatives, being a part of her husband, her 
redemption should precede that of the husband’s father, just as the 
husband’s does.  Many other Rishonim disagree with Tosafos 
regarding the ability to overpay on the wife’s ransom. Still, the 
Shiras Dovid maintains that they do not disagree with regard to 
the underlying concept which characterizes a wife as part of the 
husband, and grants her precedence over the husband’s father. 
The same would apply to the wife’s lost article (where it did not 
belong to the husband) over the father’s as well. This is hinted at 
in the Posuk: u,atc ecsu unt ,tu uhct ,t aht czgh if kg                     
where after marriage, the son is obligated to ‘forsake’ his parents 
in order to give precedence to his wife in many matters, because 
they are sjt rack – she is a part of him. 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R’ Mordechai of Rakov was very close to the Chozeh of Lublin. He was 
possessed of a sharp wit and used this talent to revive the spirits of 
those who fell occasionally into depression. This was especially helpful 
when the Chozeh himself was unable to daven because of the difficulties 
experienced by the Jews in Poland. R’ Mordechai was always able to 
improve his mood. Unfortunately, R’ Mordechai once mimicked the 
words and manner of the Apter Rav, who was not amused. Shortly 
thereafter, R’ Mordechai became ill. Many people thought that it was the 
affront to the Apter Rav that caused his illness. Some tried to explain to 
the Apter Rav that it was R’ Mordechai’s manner to do such things, and 
that he often did it to cheer people up, but the Apter Rav was not 
convinced. When R’ Mordechai’s condition became critical, the Chozeh 
himself approached the Apter Rav and assured him that R’ Mordechai’s 
unique talent was to find something humorous in everything and use it 
to help people. The Apter Rav said “Then let him find something 
humorous in his own situation”. The Chozeh conveyed the Apter Rav’s 
words to R’ Mordechai, who seemed about to breathe his last, and as 
the Chevra Kadisha began to make preparations, R’ Mordechai said to 
them: “Please don’t bury me next to a small child. Its constant crying will 
bother me”. As the Chevra smiled, R’ Mordechai suddenly sat up and in 
due time, was found to have fully recovered.    
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. 


