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IMPORTANCE OF ....

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....

The Gemara (Bava Metzia 24a) states that if one saves an object
from the tides of the sea, he may keep it, because the owners
have definitely given up hope of retrieval. The Panim Yafos
explains that after Moshe Rabbeinu had grown, he was brought
to live with
, and the Posuk says:
– he became
her son. How ? Since she had saved him
, she was
permitted to “keep” him for herself. However, the Torah
provides no facility for a man to sell his son as an
, the way
he can sell his daughter. Nor can the master of a Jewish
sell
him, as the Mishna (Erachin 28a) states that an
is not
the master’s property. If he can’t be sold by another, he can’t be
made
by another. How then could Amram have been
from Moshe ? The Rambam (
9:2) rules that even if a
Jewish father cannot sell his son as an
, a non-Jewish father
can. With this degree of ownership over his son, it stands to
reason that he can also be
from him. The Mishna L’Melech
(
8:13) quotes a Yerushalmi which says that if an
is
condemned to die, and then the witnesses against him are found
to be
, he “acquires himself” from
, since his
master undoubtedly was
when his sentence was handed
, Amram
down. As such, viewing Moshe and Amram as
was able to be
from him, rendering him
, and
was then able to acquire him.
asks how Avraham
could have been
in Nimrod’s furnace if he was a
,
who is not obligated in Kiddush Hashem, concluding that
Avraham was not a
. If so, all the baby boys thrown into the
should have been
. As
found that Moshe
was not
, she assumed him to be a
and acquireable.

The Sefer HaBatim on the Rambam (p. 46) states in the name of
“
” that if one cleaned out a latrine or bathhouse well, it
may be converted into a Shul, provided of course, there is no
residual smell, and a change is made to the room, sufficient to
qualify as a
(a new face). The Machzeh Avraham (27)
held that a plaster or paint job was enough to satisfy this
condition. However, the Yerushalmi (Sotah 8:7) defines those
who may return from war under the “
” exemption, and
excludes those who plastered or added windows, because, as the
Korban Eidah explains, no change was made to the basic
building. Some Poskim distinguish between
– which
may require an actual new house, versus a
- which is
satisfied with a significant change. The Gemara (Eruvin 53a)
quotes a Machlokes between Rav and Shmuel over whether the
words
mean that a new king arose, or merely that a
new policy was instituted. The Toras Chaim notes that according
to the latter explanation, if one contracted to sell a “new house”
and then delivered a renovated house that looked like new, the
sale would be valid. An
, several months into mourning for
his deceased mother, gave a garment to the tailor and asked him
what he could do about the
(tear) area. The tailor said he
would replace the entire section, and did so. The question was
raised, since mending of this kind was permitted only after the 12
months of
(according to the TaZ), must the
re-tear the
garment ? The MaHarsham (3:356), citing the Toras Chaim on
, recommended that to satisfy all opinions, the
garment should be re-dyed, thereby giving it the appearance, and
thus the status of another garment, precluding the need to re-tear.

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:

 

   
   


   

 

 

 

 



 

 


 








 

 

   
  


   


When would a victorious defendant be required to reimburse
some court costs to the plaintiff in a Din Torah ?

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:

  
    

  
   

(Which brocho rebuts the theory of evolution ?)

The
(
8:6) asks why the Gemara uses an ape
as an example for the brocho:
, since all animals
differ from each other (
) somehow. He answers that Chazal
explain how Hashem turned the sinners of the
into
apes, which is why they “ape” men. As such,
means
“changes” creatures, referring to apes that were originally men.

DIN'S CORNER:
If two people enter willingly into a fight (e.g. wrestling or boxing
match) and one knocks the other down and injures him, there is
no liability because each one’s goal was simply to knock the
other down and both knew from the start that injury was
probable. (Shulchan Aruch ” 421:5 see SMA)

 

  

   

 

 
   

   




 
   



$ 0HVKXODFK DUULYHG LQ D FLW\ DQG JRW LQ WRXFK ZLWK D NQRZOHGJHDEOH
´GULYHUµZKRZDVIDPLOLDUZLWKDOOWKH-HZLVKQHLJKERUKRRGVDQGNQHZ
ZKHUH KLV ´FOLHQWVµ ZRXOG GR EHVW $V WKH\ WXUQHG RQWR D VWUHHW ZLWK
SDODWLDOKRPHVWKH0HVKXODFKZRQGHUHGZK\WKHGULYHUGLGQRWVWRSDW
RQH RI WKH PRUH VWDWHO\ KRXVHV SDUWLFXODUO\ DV LW ZDV VR REYLRXVO\
´KHLPLVK´²ORRNLQJ:KHQDVNHGWKHGULYHUUHSOLHGWKDWDZHDOWK\PLVHU
OLYHG WKHUH IURP ZKRP QR RQH UHFHLYHG D SHQQ\ EHFDXVH KH ZDV
DOZD\V´QRWDWKRPHµ7KH0HVKXODFKWROGWKHGULYHUWKDWKHZDQWHGWR
WU\:KHQKHUDQJWKHEHOOWKH0HVKXODFKQRWLFHGVRPHPRYHPHQWDQG
DPRPHQWODWHUWKHGRRUZDVRSHQHGDFUDFNE\D \RXQJ ER\ :KHQ
WKH0HVKXODFKDVNHGWRVHHKLVIDWKHUWKHER\PXPEOHGWKDWKLVIDWKHU
ZDVQ·WKRPH7KH0HVKXODFKZDONHGDZD\GLVDSSRLQWHGPRVWO\DWWKH
IDFWWKDW\RXQJFKLOGUHQZHUHEHLQJWDXJKWWROLH8SRQUHWXUQLQJWRWKH
GULYHUWKH0HVKXODFKUHPDUNHG´,QRZXQGHUVWDQGDGLIIHUHQW3VKDWLQ
WKH*HPDUD 6KDEERVD 
 



²
KRVSLWDOLW\ LV JUHDWHU WKDQ JUHHWLQJ WKH 'LYLQH SUHVHQFH :H VHH WKDW
LQWKHEXUQLQJEXVKKHRQO\KLGKLV
ZKHQ0RVKHSHUFHLYHGWKH
IDFH 7KLV PLVHU ZKHQ SUHVHQWHG DQ RSSRUWXQLW\ WR GR
 ZDV QRW
FRQWHQWWRKLGHKLVIDFHEXWKLGKLVHQWLUHERG\µ

         
 


P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Schmerhold family.
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