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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Pesachim 102a) states that at the conclusion of a 
meal, a cup of wine is to be brought, and iuznv ,frc uhkg rnut – 
the one who leads Birchas HaMazon does so uhkg - over the cup 
of wine. What does “over” the cup of wine require ? The Gemara 
(Berachos 55a) states that three things shorten a man’s days: 1) if 
he is called to read the Torah, and he doesn’t; 2) he is given a cup 
[of wine] over which to recite a brocho, and he doesn’t; and 3) he 
conducts himself in an overbearing manner. Thus, we see that one 
who receives a cup is expected to recite what is required, while 
holding it himself. A Nazir Shimshon who was a guest, was once 
honored with Zimun. Though he did lead the Zimun, someone 
else held the cup of wine, said the brocho over it and drank at the 
conclusion of Birchas HaMazon. The Chacham Tzvi (168), who 
was present, did not approve, arguing that iuznv ,frc uhkg rnut 
required that the cup be held by the one actually saying the 
Zimun, that uhkg means truly over it, and not just that it be nearby. 
Yet, the Posuk says: jcznv lrh kg u,ut yjau – a Korban Olah is 
to be slaughtered at the side of the Mizbeyach, [on the north side], 
and the Mishna (Zevachim 58a) “permits” the slaughter on the top 
of the Mizbeyach, “as if” it was on the north side. Clearly, there 
seems to be no insistence here on lrh kg. On the other hand, the 
Gemara (Chulin 140b) states that if the mother bird is sitting 
among her eggs or fledglings, there is no mitzvah to send her 
away, as the Posuk states: ohjurptv kg ,mcur otvu – the mother 
must be sitting on them, because of kg. The Chacham Tzvi 
suggests that kg always means ann kg – actually on [or over] it, 
unless there is a reasonable explanation for it to mean otherwise. 
Thus, leading the Zimun would mean holding the cup (uhkg rnut), 
and as there is no reasonable argument to learn otherwise, it 
would seem that a Nazir, who must avoid wine, should not lead 
the Zimun.     

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
What is safer: to travel slower or faster ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Which 3 mitzvos require that one sit when performing them ?)  
1) Dayanim are required to sit when adjudicating as derived from 
ohabtv hba usngu; 2) one must be sitting in order to rise before a 
Talmid Chochom in fulfillment of oue, vcha hbpn; and 3) dwelling 
in a Succah, although some Acharonim hold that one certainly 
fulfills the mitzvah if he remains standing in the Succah all day 
while eating, even though the Nusach of the brocho vfuxc cahk   
implies sitting.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
A man may not walk [even less than] four Amos with his head 
uncovered, nor may he sit around in his house with an uncovered 
head. One may not cover one’s head with one’s hand, as a body 
part cannot cover another body part. However, one may use one’s 
sleeve as a temporary covering. This is regardless of any public 
custom to appear before officials with a bare head. (MB 2:11-12). 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Makos 10a) states that there were 3 Arei Miklat 
(cities of refuge) in Eretz Yisroel and 3 in Trans-Jordan. The 
Gemara asks why 3 were needed just for 2 ½ tribes when 3 were 
sufficient for all 9 ½ of the others, and the Gemara answers that 
Gilad was teeming with murderers. The Gemara also notes that 
Shechem (in EY) had many murderers, but the MaHarsha points 
out that Gilad must have had more. The Aruch LaNer explains, 
pointing to the Posuk describing how Gilad’s murderers would 
ambush their victims, that they attacked individually, and each 
would therefore be singly liable. In Shechem, the murderers knew 
the Drasha (Sanhedrin 78a) that if 10 people hit someone, 
causing his death, they are all Potur because no one of them did 
the whole killing. As such, there may have been many murders, 
but not many convicted murderers, requiring fewer Arei Miklat. A 
similar Drasha is derived from: …v,uagc .rtv ogn . . . ,jt apb 
to make one liable for a Chatas only if he did the whole sin 
himself, not just part of it. The Gemara (Sanhedrin ibid) states 
that if one killed a Treifah – one who suffers from a terminal 
defect from which he will die within 12 months, he is not liable, 
for he has killed a “dead” person. What if one struck another, 
making him a Treifah ? He cannot be executed for murder if his 
victim is still alive, but has he committed a full murder, or only a 
partial one ? The case above where 10 assailants struck 
separately, resulting in death, may have rendered the victim a 
Goses (dying) but not necessarily a Treifah. The Dvar Avrohom 
(1:5) opines that one is definitely liable for making someone a 
Treifah, and although the Treifah may survive for a while, the 
assailant’s execution for the crime will take place after the Treifah 
dies. In all killings where the victim is still barely alive, the 
murderer would be incarcerated, pending the ultimate fate of the 
victim. The Dvar Avrohom states that incarceration where one 
renders another a Goses, is a Chumra, since we can’t be sure that 
the victim won’t recover. However, where he made someone a 
Treifah, imprisoning him while the victim is still alive is a Kula, 
since his status as a murderer has already been determined. 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A mother died young k”jr, leaving behind a large family of orphans, 
who decided to strengthen themselves by adopting various projects and 
undertakings in their daily conduct. One of these was the commitment 
not to say any berachos if no one was present to answer Amein, a 
custom adopted by many Gedolim, such as R’ Chaim Volozhin. One 
night, one of the young girls woke up with a thirst, but as everyone was 
asleep, she sat and waited. After two hours, no one else had arisen, so 
she went back to sleep with her thirst intact. In a subsequent dream, her 
mother appeared and complimented her on her self-control, telling her 
that in the Zechus of her conduct, a girl in her class, whose serious 
illness was being kept secret, would be granted a Refuah Shelaimah. The 
young girl ran to tell her classmate’s parents who, at first tried to deny 
everything, but when they later checked with the hospital, they 
discovered that their daughter’s condition had inexplicably reversed 
itself and she soonafter was released, fully recovered.  

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


