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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Arachin 32b) quotes a Posuk which describes the 
joy with which the Jews returning from Bavel with Ezra 
celebrated Succos, stating that they had not done so since the days 
of “iub ic guah”. The Gemara explains inter alia that Ezra (and the 
Anshei Knesses HaGedolah) had davened successfully for the 
elimination of the Yetzer HoRa for Avodah Zarah, the removal of 
which provided a “Succah-like” protection for Bnei Yisroel. As 
Yehoshua had never made such a request, the Posuk saw fit to 
remove a “v” from his name (guah). The Gemara adds that Moshe 
could not have made such a request, because he did not have the 
Zechus of Eretz Yisroel, but Yeshoshua did. The Meforshim 
explain that the Zechus of Eretz Yisroel may be derived from the 
Mishna (Makos 7a) which states that if someone sentenced to 
death in Beis Din runs away, and then reappears in a different 
Beis Din, his case is not reconsidered. The Gemara distinguishes 
between an original sentence in a Beis Din in Eretz Yisroel, which 
can never be reconsidered, versus an original Psak from a Beis 
Din outside Eretz Yisroel, which may be reconsidered by a Beis 
Din in Eretz Yisroel, as the Zechus of Eretz Yisroel could help the 
judges find grounds to acquit him. As such, Yehoshua’s failure to 
exploit the powerful Zechus of being in Eretz Yisroel is held 
against him, and is deemed almost tantamount to speaking ill of 
Eretz Yisroel. However, since Moshe had specifically added the 
“h” to Yehoshua’s original name gauv as protection against that 
very error of the Meraglim, the Posuk could not remove it, but 
instead deleted the “v” to express its disapproval.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Would the classification of … rjt tcu vrrjc lpvnv hbg (who is 
designated a gar) apply to someone who convinces an engaged 
girl, or her father, to break up with her Chasan and marry him 
instead, if he agrees to pay the Chasan any xbe that is required ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Why is no brocho said over Chalitzah or Gerushin ?)    
The Teshuvos HaRashba (1:18) explains the lack of a brocho for 
most of the mitzvos where Chazal did not establish one, noting 
that the basis and purpose of Yibum is to fulfill a different 
mitzvah - ucru urp, and Chalitzah certainly does not promote even 
that. Also, since the Torah’s premise for divorce is that the wife 
engaged in rcs ,urg, even if that is not the case, the mitzvah is 
already “tainted” and no brocho would be said.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
One must approach performing mitzvos with the following points 
in mind: 1) one should look forward to doing it, with 
anticipation; 2) one should run to do it; 3) one should try to spend 
money on it; 4) one should perform the mitzvah with a mixture of 
vjna, vcvt and vtrh; 5) one should perform it with all its 
aspects; 6) one should try to do it with others.  (ost hhj 68:11-18) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Yoma75b) refers to the Mon as ohrhct ojk which 
R’ Yishmael interprets to mean bread that was absorbed into the 
Bnei Yisroel’s 248 limbs (ohrct), leaving no waste to be expelled 
from their bodies. If so, the Gemara asks, why was there a need 
for Bnei Yisroel to carry a shovel (lk ‘hv, s,hu) with their 
weapons in order to dig a hole for their waste ? The Gemara 
answers that Bnei Yisroel would purchase grain from the heathen 
merchants whose lands they passed by, and the bread from that 
grain would produce waste. The GRiZ notes that for this reason, 
the Meraglim did not bring back samples of wheat and barley 
from Eretz Yisroel, as they already had that. However, the Posuk 
only lists grapes, pomegranates and figs among the fruits they did 
bring back. Why did they not bring olives and dates, which are 
also special Eretz Yisroel fruits ? The Gemara (Succah 6a) states 
that most eating measures (ihrugha) are a ,hzf (olive) or a ,c,uf 
(dried date). The Mishna (Keilim 17:7) states that to measure, one 
uses an average (,hbubhc) fruit size. The Chachomim hold that each 
country uses their own average size, while R’ Yehudah says that 
one uniform “average” size is to be used across the board (see 
Mishna Acharona). According to the Chachomim, would this 
mean that one could only be tmuh eating matzoh on Pesach if one 
ate the extra-large size of an Eretz Yisroel olive ? and swallow 3 
such Kezaisim (Pesach, Matzoh, Maror) at once for Korech ?  
The Yekar Tiferes proposes that the difficulty of complying with 
such a measure would suggest that the olive and date sizes in 
Eretz Yisroel were not extra-large at all, which would explain 
why the Meraglim did not return with them. (But see the Chasam 
Sofer (j”ut 181) who maintains that the sizes of Eretz Yisroel 
fruits were always proportionate to the sizes of Bnei Yisroel).  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  

A man once asked the Pnei Menachem (before he became Gerer Rebbe) 

how one should view Kolel, how long one should remain there and 

when one should start to look into making Parnasah. The Pnei 

Menachem related that in the Gerer Kolel (Sefas Emes) the young men 

would receive Kolel stipends for two years only. Once, a young man 

who was a big Masmid initiated a Din Torah on the issue of extending 

payments beyond two years. The Pnei Menachem was selected to 

represent the Yeshiva, and when the question arose as to the origin of 

the 2-year limitation, he did not have an answer. He searched the 

yeshiva’s office, and finally found a letter from his father (the Imrei 

Emes) in which he had written to the yeshiva Hanhalah that it is 

advisable to establish a Kolel for young men to continue learning for a 

year or two after the Chasunah, and then they should go to work, in line 

with the Mishna (Avos 2:2) regarding .rt lrs og vru,. The Pnei 

Menachem showed this letter to the Dayanim, who ruled that the 

yeshiva should extend the Kolel payments to the young man for another 

6 months. When the Pnei Menachem told (his brother) the Beis Yisroel, 

who was then Rebbe, about this, the Beis Yisroel said that he would add 

another 6 months from his own funds, noting that once, 2 years was 

sufficient. Today, at least 4-5 years are necessary. 

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


