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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Bava Kamma 91b) discusses a situation in which 
one fulfilled a mitzvah that really belonged to someone else, 
where R' Gamliel had already ruled that he must pay the "owner" 
of the mitzvah 10 gold pieces for usurping it. The Rosh and Rif 
conclude that we derive from here that when one pays the 10 gold 
pieces for a mitzvah, it is not as a penalty but as a Halachah 
covering the sale. As such, the Shilti Giborim states that one may 
sell his future mitzvos since they have an established value of 10 
gold pieces, and as long as the seller does not retract, the buyer 
will acquire the S'char of those mitzvos. The Shach (s"uh 264:7) 
quotes the Rosh who disagrees, claiming that a mitzvah is not a 
commodity to be transacted. However, the Rosh concedes that if 
one gives or sells the right to perform a mitzvah to another and 
then swears an oath to that effect, he may be forced to fulfill his 
promise. The Netziv held this to be the reason for Yaakov's 
demand to Eisav that he swear in order to finalize the sale of the 
vrufc, since the vrufc was no more a commodity than mitzvos are. 
In rcs chan (3:14), the Netziv was presented with a transaction 
where one purchased the future mitzvos and zechuyos of an 
apparent "kusd ost" for 22,000 rubles. After paying half, the 
purchaser went to a certain Chacham and did a oukj ,kta 
(asking for a Heavenly response through a dream). The answer 
came back that in ohna, the seller was “nothing special”. The 
purchaser wanted his money back and the seller wanted the rest of 
the money. The Netziv immediately supported ohna's response, 
characterizing anyone willing to sell his mitzvos as similar to 
Eisav selling the vrufc. The Netziv also distinguished between 
vumn rfa which is technically sellable, and vru,v  sunhk rfa which 
cannot be sold, concluding that as the sale had included some 
vru,v sunhk rfa as well, the entire transaction must remain null 
and void.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would one be required to recite a brocho because of the 
way he is sitting ?             

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Where is Torah study restricted, to ensure other Torah is studied ?)  
The Gemara (Shabbos 116b) states that on Shabbos morning, 
when people had time and opportunity to attend Shiurim in 
Halacha, measures were enacted to ensure that they did so. One 
of those measures was a prohibition against reading Kesuvim, 
which were considered to be so interesting that people might 
become too engrossed in them, and miss the Shiur.         

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one does a favor or service for another without previously 
arranging to be paid, he may still demand payment for the service 
and the beneficiary of the service may not claim that it was done 
for free because no arrangement had been made. This is true 
whether the provider of the service is a professional or not, and is 
particularly applicable to situations where the beneficiary was 
looking for someone or was interested in having the service 
provided. (Rema n”uj 264:4)    

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Yevamos 87a) states that a Kohen’s daughter who 
married a non-Kohen may return to her father’s house after the 
marriage and resume eating Terumah, if she had no offspring 
from the non-Kohen. The Gemara derives from vhrugbf that she 
may not resume eating Terumah if she is pregnant from him. The 
Yam Shel Shlomo explains that the Gemara does not use the 
words vk  iht  grzu to teach this because the word “grz” denotes 
offspring only after they are born. Thus, if a person makes a 
Neder that he will do something when he has grz, his obligation 
only begins after his child’s birth. However, if he uses the word 
“ic” in his Neder, his obligation begins at conception, as is 
derived from the Posuk: vcrec  ohbcv  ummur,hu - that unborn 
fetuses in the womb are also referred to as ohbc. The Revid 
HaZahav asks, if that is the case, it should be prohibited to Shecht 
a pregnant cow, because its unborn calf would also be slaughtered 
at the same time, and Shechting them both together would violate 
sjt  ouhc  uyja,  tk  ubc  ,tu  u,ut, since the calf, while still a 
fetus is still considered to be ubc. R’ Yosef Engel (Beis HaOtzar 
(rcug)) notes that the Gemara (Megilah 13a) expounds on the 
words: vntu  vhct  ,uncu …. otu  ct  vk  iht, asking, if Esther did 
not have a father or mother (vk  iht), why does the Posuk refer to 
them as her parents in saying that they died ? The Gemara 
explains  that when Esther’s mother conceived her, Esther’s father 
died, and Esther’s mother died in childbirth. Rashi explains that 
Esther’s father died at the moment after which a man can be 
rightly called a father – at conception, and as such never merited 
to be her father, whereas her mother died when she was born, 
which is the moment when a woman becomes a mother, and so 
she too never merited to be a mother. As such, a pregnant cow 
will not be the calf’s parent until birth, so Shechitah while 
pregnant is permitted. What of the Yam Shel Shlomo’s note on the 
Posuk ? R’ Engel suggests that vcrec  ohbcv  ummur,hu means that 
Yitzchok’s sons pressed within her, since they became his sons at 
conception, though they were not yet “hers”.  
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R’ Yitzchok of Vorka was on an important journey when he happened to 
briefly pass through the town of Kalish. As it was Thursday, one of the 
local Baalei Batim seized the opportunity to invite R’ Yitzchok to stay in 
his home over Shabbos. R’ Yitzchok, whose schedule required that he 
complete his business and leave Kalish that day, declined. The local 
Chosid persisted, unwilling to take no for an answer. R’ Yitzchok asked 
him if he knew why the very important mitzvah of Hachnosas Orchim is 
not stated clearly in the Torah. “Why is it only deemed to be included in 
the general mitzvah of lunf lhgrk ,cvtu instead of having its own 
Posuk?” R’ Yitzchok asked. “The answer is that if it was a standalone 
mitzvah, people, in their zeal to fulfill it, would lose sight of the fact that 
its purpose was to benefit the guest. They would wish to recite a brocho 
over it, treating it as their mitzvah, using the guest to fulfill it. If a guest 
were unwilling to “help out” the host, it would create Machlokes. 
Sometimes a person just can’t be a guest, and must refuse. For this 
reason, the mitzvah is included in lunf lhgrk ,cvtu so that everyone 
would understand what the purpose of the mitzvah is, allowing them to 
treat the mitzvah and would-be guests accordingly”. 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sorscher family. 


