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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Nidah 31b) describes how R’ Shimon’s students 
asked him why a woman must bring a Korban after giving birth. 
He replied that it is because she forswears further relations with 
her husband as she goes into labor. R’ Yosef notes that one may 
bring a Korban only to atone for an oath that was made 
unintentionally. However, here she swears knowingly, shznc ! 
Some Meforshim suggest that the husband undoubtedly nullified 
her oath himself on the day that she made it. However, as she may 
not have known that he did so, her subsequent violation of the 
oath would make her liable to bring a Korban. i,buvh hrcs quotes 
other Meforshim who question this solution for the following 
reason: A husband may nullify his wife’s oath only on the day 
that he hears it, but only if the oath is effective on that day. Since 
the wife’s oath in this case would not be effective until after she 
completes the vtnuy hnh following childbirth (since she is 
forbidden to her husband during the interim anyway), he would 
be unable to nullify it then, as it is no longer ugna ouhc. However, 
the Gemara (Shavuos 24a) cites a Machlokes between R’ Shimon 
and the Rabanan regarding the rule of  ruxht kg kj ruxht iht - 
something forbidden cannot become doubly forbidden. The 
Rabanan allow a second ruxht to apply when that second ruxht  
adds on something that wasn’t there before, called an kkuf ruxht. 
Therefore, the Rabanan are satisfied, since the wife’s oath added 
an ruxht which would apply after her vtnuy hnh ended, giving 
effect to the whole oath immediately. However, R’ Shimon 
disagrees, invalidating the entire oath if it sought to forbid that 
which is already forbidden. As such, if no vrpv would be needed - 
why is there a Korban ? The answer is that R’ Shimon described 
the oath as being made “as she goes into labor”. At that moment, 
she has not yet become forbidden to her husband. Her oath is 
therefore effective immediately, subject to the husband’s vrpv.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Which brocho (besides vmn ,khft kg) does one say after thmunv 
but before eating bread ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When must one repeat Shemona Esrei for saying tchu vkgh Rosh Chodesh ?) 
The Rema (j"ut 108:9) rules that if one did not daven Mincha on 
Erev Rosh Chodesh, he must daven two Shemona Esreis for the 
next Maariv, on Rosh Chodesh. If he says Yaaleh V'Yavo in the 
second one, he must daven over; if he does not say Yaaleh V'Yavo 
in the second one, he need not daven over.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
When one davens, one must stand as before a king, which 
requires a hat - not merely a Kipah, and a jacket. (MB 91:12) 
Those who, like in Eretz Yisroel, may stand before officials in a 
shirt and Kipah only, should not rely on this to daven in similar 
fashion because such a casual form of dress is based on the 
socialist concept of “comrade-ship”, where everyone is “equal”, a 
concept that has no place in Tefilah. (Teshuvos V’Hanhagos 4:26)     

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Pesachim 67a) derives from: vbjnk .ujn cah ssc 
that a Metzora must live alone outside the camp while afflicted 
with Tzaraas, separated even from others who are tny. The 
Gemara goes on to distinguish between those who are tny for 
various reasons, such as a Zav or one who came into contact with 
a dead body. Since the Posuk says: ovhbjn ,t utnyh tku (where  
ovhbjn is plural), the Gemara understands that each tny category 
must be ejected from a different concentric camp. One who 
touched a corpse must be expelled from the inner camp of the 
Shechinah (the Azarah), a Zav is expelled from the middle camp 
of the Leviim (Har HaBayis) and a Metzora is banished from the 
camp of Bnei Yisroel (the entire city) as well.  As such, since the 
Metzora in any case was not together with the Zav and ,n tny, 
the Drasha of cah ssc may refer to others who are afflicted with 
Tzaraas, teaching us that two Metzoraim, both of whom are 
outside the city, could not be together. If so, how could R’ 
Yochanan (Sanhedrin 107b) state that the four Metzoraim 
standing outside the gate of Shomron were Gechazi and his three 
sons, where the Posuk says: uvgr kt aht urnthu, which implies 
they were all together ? The Gemara (Arachin 16b) explains that 
a Metzora must live alone because it was his Leshon HoRa that 
caused a rift between a man and his wife, or between two people. 
The Eil HaMiluim suggests that it makes sense for a Metzora to 
always be separate from other tny people, because his Tzaraas 
could be “contagious”, and endanger them. However, what threat 
did one Metzora present to another Metzora ? For this reason, the 
Gemara explained the separation as a consequence of Leshon 
HoRa. But what if one Metzora’s Tzaraas was not because of 
Leshon HoRa ? The Gemara’s “rift” reason should not apply to 
such a Metzora. As such, R’ Yochanan saw 4 Metzoraim together 
and concluded that it must be Gechazi and his sons, whose 
Tzaraas came about from Elisha’s vkke - not Leshon HoRa.   

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
There was a serious drought in Eretz Yisroel. The Gedolim decreed a 
fast and convened a special Tefilah assembly to pray for rain. After R' 
Shalom Shabazi arrived with his Talmidim, R' Gershon Kitover, brother-
in-law to the Baal Shem Tov, was sent up to the Amud. R' Gershon 
davened Mincha and after ."av ,rzj he began Selichos. Almost 
immediately, R' Gershon stopped davening and left the Amud. Although 
everyone wondered at this, R' Sholom merely sent up one of his 
Talmidim to complete the Selichos, after which the sky clouded over and 
rain began to fall.  R' Gershon's son asked his father why he had left the 
Amud so abruptly. R' Gershon replied: "As soon as I began Selichos, I 
found that the words were coming out from my mouth very smoothly.  
Chazal say that where the Tefilah is uhpc vruda, it is a sign that the 
Tefilah will be effective, so I knew that it would soon begin to rain. 
However, if I were at the Amud when it began to rain, I feared the credit 
would somehow be directed at me for being the right Sheliach, causing 
me the risk of an arrogant thought. I therefore walked away”.   
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. . 


