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IMPORTANCE OF ....
The Gemara (Sotah 26a) states R' Akiva's opinion that we derive
from: ��  ��� 
� ��
� that if a suspected but innocent wife drinks
the bitter water intended for the ����, she will be blessed that if
barren, she would now bear children. R' Yishmael disagrees,
since this would encourage barren women to act suspiciously in
order to be given the water, to obtain this blessing. Therefore, R'
Yishmael limits the brocho to: lightening future childbirth pain
for those with children, having sons instead of only daughters
and having handsomer children than before. Tosafos asks, why
doesn't R' Yishmael have the same problem ? Wouldn't women
act suspiciously simply to obtain his berachos ?  R' Heshel of
Cracow suggests that one should really ask, why is R' Yishmael
so concerned ? Perhaps the Torah promises its brocho only to
authentic possible �����, not brocho-seeking ones. It must be,
since most people would not know who was authentic, if a
drinker did not receive a brocho, it would lower the Torah in the
public's eyes. Yet, the Gemara (28a) says that if the husband is
not innocent, the water will not work on the wife, which could
explain to most why a faker was not blessed. However, wouldn't
the husband, who knows he is innocent, expect the brocho ? The
Gemara (47b) says that if her children are not innocent, the water
will also not work. Thus, if she receives no brocho, everyone can
assume it was the husband's guilt, and the husband can blame the
children. Therefore, R' Yishmael was not bothered by fakers
whom the Torah would not bless, but only because they had
children (to blame). However, he questions R' Akiva quite
correctly, since in R’ Akiva’s scenario, there were no children.

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:
If one has a just claim or defense, but no evidence to support his
position, should he still initiate a Din Torah (as a plaintiff) or
refuse to pay (as a defendant) causing a Din Torah against him ?

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:
(Why may we ask a Rav a ���	 if he is not currently studying the topic ?)

The Chasam Sofer (Shabbos 3b) suggests that one may certainly
ask a ��� ���� (great man) Halacha ����	 since he has set
himself up to answer them. However, the questions should be
specific - not so general that the Rav may "hang himself" by not
taking into account every possible inconsistency. The Boruch
Tzuri cites an opinion that one may not ask questions of the Rav
publicly on a different �����, but may do so privately.

DIN'S CORNER:
If one gave a utensil (that required Tevilah when purchased) to a
non-Jew for repair, if the repairman added a part or piece of his
own, the utensil must be "Toiveled" again, with a brocho (if it
was said originally). If the utensil was recognizably improved, it
requires Tevilah without a brocho. (Teshuvos V'Hanhagos 2:407)

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....
The SHaCH (�"�� 86:11) states that if a wife causes damage to a
third party, her husband becomes obligated to make restitution to
that third party from her Kesubah under the doctrine derived
from: �� �	� �	�� ��
� - R' Nasan's rule that if A owes B and B
owes C, A must pay directly to C. According to R' Yitzchok
Elchonon Spektor in ��� ��� (�"�� 1:78), this proves that a man's
obligation to pay a Kesubah settles on him at the time of
marriage, with the pay date scheduled for the time of divorce.
Otherwise, if his obligation arose only upon divorce, he could
not figure in the above equation since he owes her nothing while
married. R' Yitzchok Elchonon held as a result, that even where a
man obtained a Heter Meah Rabonim and deposited the Get with
Beis Din, the payment obligation of the Kesubah also became
active and took precedence over other debts of the husband,
despite the fact that she did not actually receive the Get. A
similar concept is provided by the MaHarit (1:131) where a
Tenaim (marriage contract) failed to specify a date for the
marriage. The bride's father kept pushing off the groom, who had
now reached the age of 25. Since the Tenaim contained a penalty
for non-performance, the MaHarit ruled that the father must pay
it, because the groom is ����� to marry and if he now marries
another because of the father's obstruction, the Tenaim will not
be fulfilled. Thus, the time to fulfill the ��
� arrives just before an
act that will render it impossible to perform. So too, once the Get
is deposited, the husband may marry another, which will end the
first marriage, triggering the Kesubah obligation.

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:
5·�$YURKRP�$ELVK��ZKLOH�5DY�LQ�)UDQNIXUW��ZDV�D�YHU\�JRRG�QDWXUHG�DQG

KHOSIXO� SHUVRQ�� $� PDQ� FDPH� WR� VHH� KLP�� UHTXHVWLQJ� D� OHWWHU� WR� WKH

UHVLGHQWV�RI�)UDQNIXUW��ZLWK�ZKLFK�KH�KRSHG�WR�FROOHFW�VXIILFLHQW�IXQGV

WR�PDUU\�RII�KLV�GDXJKWHU�� �5·�$YURKRP�ZURWH�KLP�D�YHU\�ZDUP� OHWWHU

ZLWK�ZKLFK�WKH�PDQ�ZDV�IDU�PRUH�VXFFHVVIXO�LQ�KLV�HIIRUWV�WKDQ�KH�KDG

DQWLFLSDWHG�� ,Q� IDFW�� KH� ZDV� VR� VXFFHVVIXO�� WKDW� ZRUG� VRRQ� VSUHDG

DURXQG� WKH� FLW\� WKDW� KH� ZDV� VLWWLQJ� LQ� WKH� ORFDO� WDYHUQ�� �FHOHEUDWLQJ�

DZD\�KLV�JRRG�IRUWXQH��$V�KLV�PRQH\�GZLQGOHG�DZD\��WKH�PDQ�VXGGHQO\

QRWLFHG�WKDW�KLV�DOO�LPSRUWDQW� OHWWHU� IURP�5·�$YURKRP�ZDV�PLVVLQJ��+H

LPPHGLDWHO\�UHWXUQHG�WR�WKH�5DY·V�KRPH�DQG�UHTXHVWHG�D�UHSODFHPHQW�

5·�$YURKRP�$ELVK�KDG�E\�QRZ�DOVR�KHDUG�ZKDW�WKLV�PDQ�KDG�EHHQ�XS

WR��$V�JHQWO\�DV�KH�FRXOG��5·�$YURKRP�DVNHG�KLP� LI� KH�NQHZ�ZK\�ZH

JHQHUDOO\� UHIHU� WR� D� GUXQN� DV� RQH� ZKR� LV� DV� ����	� DV� /RW�� $IWHU� DOO�

ZDVQ·W�1RDFK�WKH�ILUVW�WR�GULQN�DQG�EHFRPH�LQHEULDWHG�"�7KH�DQVZHU�LV

WKDW�1RDFK·V�WKUHH�VRQV�ZHUH�DOUHDG\�PDUULHG�ZKHQ�1RDFK�SODQWHG�WKH

YLQH�DQG�GUDQN��/RW�RQ� WKH�RWKHU�KDQG�KDG���GDXJKWHUV� WR�PDUU\�RII�

6XFK�D�SHUVRQ�KDV�QR�EXVLQHVV�ZDVWLQJ�KLV�WLPH�DQG�PRQH\�RQ�GULQN�

P.S.  Mazel Tov to the Coleman family upon the birth of a son. May
they be ���  to a timely Bris and much Nachas. Sholosh Seudos
sponsored this week by the Grunwald family.


