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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Pesachim 112a) states that R’ Akiva gave his son 
R’ Yehoshua several instructions, one of which was not to live in 
a city where the leaders were Talmidei Chachomim. The Rashbam 
explains that Talmidei Chachomim will be too busy with Torah 
study to effectively manage the city’s needs. The Rashbash (545) 
notes that R’ Akiva did not warn his son not to live in a city run 
by doctors (as Rav advised R’ Assi – Pesachim 113a), though 
doctors will also presumably be preoccupied with their medical 
practice, because the Talmid Chochom’s focus (on Torah study) 
is total and constant, whereas a doctor’s focus on medicine is not. 
The Gemara (Horios 10b) expounds on the words: tyjh thab rat 
stating: u,dda kg icre thcn uka thabva rusv hrat – fortunate is the 
generation whose Nasi brings a Korban for an unintentional sin, 
since we may assume his contrition would be much greater for an 
intentional one. The Gemara (ibid 10a) asks: does the phrase 
[thab] rat (that a Nasi) imply that the Nasi’s sin was somehow 
decreed from above ? The Gemara answers that an earlier Posuk 
stated: tyjh jhanv ivfv ot - if the anointed Kohen (Gadol) will 
sin. Just as that refers to a sin which occurred by happenstance, so 
did the Nasi’s sin. If they are compared this way, why does the 
Gemara not also say rusv hrat where the Kohen Gadol brings a 
Korban for his sin ? The answer would seem to be that a Kohen 
Gadol’s sin, even a Shogeg, is certainly not a fortunate thing, as 
the Posuk refers to it as ogv ,nat – the guilt of a nation that 
depends on the Kohen Gadol’s holiness for a Kaparah, and he 
has now been sullied by sin. The Nasi must deal with many 
people in a public setting, and is thus susceptible to inadvertent 
sin. The Kohen Gadol on the other hand must be a Talmid 
Chochom, unfit for communal leadership, and be constantly 
preoccupied with Torah study. If he sins, it is indeed ogv ,nat.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
May one be a watchman guarding merchandise that contains 
Chametz during Pesach ?     

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(If a wife must honor a husband, may she call him by his first name ?)  
The Radak (,hatrc 17:15) derives from Hashem’s instruction to 
Avrohom: hra vna ,t tre, tk that a husband may call his wife 
by her name, but that a wife may not call the husband by name: 
Sarah said iez hbustu – not iez ovrctu. The B’Tzeil HaChochmah 
(1:70) says he found no Posek who held this way, but even 
according to the Radak, the wife could add a title, such as hbust, 
just as we find Yehoshua saying van hbust.   

DIN'S CORNER:  
Since there are opinions which hold that a ubhhjva should be said 
over Bedikas Chometz, it may be advisable to obtain a new fruit, 
and shortly after beginning the Bedikas Chometz, to say ubhhjva 
over the fruit, and have in mind that it also go on the Bedikas 
Chometz. (,ucua, hexp 5:432:2 note 6)   

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Kesubos 105b) quotes R’ Papa who states that one 
should not judge [in a Din Torah] someone he likes (as he will 
not see any fault) nor someone he dislikes (as he will not see any 
merit). Tosafos understands R’ Papa to be stating a Chumra or 
Midas Chasidus, and therefore defines “likes” and “dislikes” 
loosely – one who did the judge a favor or hurt him. If he was a  
ihcaua (a very close friend who provides food for a wedding) or 
someone he hadn’t spoken to for 3 days out of enmity, one would 
be prohibited by the Torah from serving as his judge. The 
Gemara (ibid 85b) states that if one bequeathed his possessions to 
“Tuvia” and after his death, 2 people named Tuvia came forth – 
one a relative and the other a neighbor, the possessions go to the 
neighbor, based on the Posuk: eujr jtn cure ifa cuy – a close 
neighbor is better than a distant relative. The Rosh (9:9) explains 
that ifa does not mean someone who must actually live near him, 
as many people live near each other and yet, have no connection. 
A ifa is a friend he is in touch with constantly in his daily 
activities. The TaZ (n”uj 253:29) adds that ifa can also mean a 
nearby neighbor who is not a good friend, since the relationship 
of a good friend is already covered elsewhere, and the Chidush of 
this ruling is that proximity itself creates a relationship. The Shvus 
Yaakov (1:141) was asked if one could serve as a judge for his 
neighbor’s case. The Shvus Yaakov ruled that if he was as close as 
a ihcaua it was obviously prohibited; otherwise it would be 
permitted, but as a Midas Chasidus, he should still abstain. It 
would seem that if the issue was not friendship but rather being a 
neighbor, then the Shvus Yaakov held that being a proximate 
neighbor did imply a relationship. With regard to arranging a 
Korban Pesach, the Posuk allows one to form a group together 
with: u,hc kt curev ubfau – his neighbor who is close to his house. 
Why such a limitation ? The Midrash Tanchuma discusses the 
words: curev ubfau, suggesting that perhaps one could only join 
with a neighbor who lived next to him, rather than above or 
below him, but concludes that one could join with anyone at all.  
curev ubfau only reflected the circumstances in Egypt at that time.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A young couple emerged from their Chupah and entered the Yichud 
room. As the door was about to close, leaving them alone finally, to 
themselves, they were surprised by a large, black rat that ran across the 
floor between them and out the door. The Kallah shrieked and could not 
be consoled. She was convinced that it was a terrible omen and she 
refused to walk into the hall for the Seudah and dancing. The parents 
and friends attempted to calm her, downplaying the significance of it 
and assuring her that it meant nothing. When she was not convinced, 
they brought in some therapists and psychologists who were just as 
unsuccessful. Finally, someone arranged for the Steipler to speak with 
her, and he validated her concerns, agreeing that it was indeed a bad 
sign. However, he assured her that according to Chazal, every Kesubah 
must have some associated discord. Since both sides were very 
accommodating people, it was necessary for this to occur, to fulfill 
Chazal’s statement. As such, in her case, it was not a bad omen. 

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


