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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Bava Basra 44b) states that a creditor can only 
place a lien on personal property if he has a lien on the debtor’s 
real property. As such, where witnesses testify that a debtor never 
owned real property, a prospective buyer need not be concerned 
with the possibility of a lien on his personal property. Tosafos 
points out that even so, a general rule exists which grants every 
Jew a “virtual” 4 Amos of real property in Eretz Yisroel, stemming 
from the original division, and real property cannot be stolen, 
even if we are not in physical possesion.  Kovetz Shiurim (192) 
and others ask from the Gemara (Gittin 38a) which states that 
gentiles are able to acquire [portions of] Eretz Yisroel via 
conquest. Since Eretz Yisroel was conquered, the “virtual rights” 
of each Jew would have been wiped out, and we don’t find them 
being reacquired. The ohgurv tukn (4) offers a novel explanation, 
limiting the ability of gentiles to acquire land through conquest to 
land which had been acquired through conquest itself. However, if 
the land had been occupied with the consent of the relevant 
“family” of nations, no one could wrest it away by conquest. Since 
Ezra’s reacquisition of Eretz Yisroel was done with agreement of 
Bavel etc.., later conquests would not acquire it, and it would thus 
remain, at least virtually, in our hands. The Chazon Ish (n”uj 1:27) 
suggests that any acquisition by conquest only grants a ,urhp ihbe 
in the land to the conqueror, leaving the ;udv ihbe eternally in our 
hands. Koveitz Shiurim states that the rule which allows gentiles to 
acquire via conquest does not apply to Eretz Yisroel. Since we are 
continually davening and hoping for the ultimate Geulah, we have 
never despaired of reacquiring it, and without auth, the land 
cannot be taken from us.            

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If the Gemara’s use of ueh, is to conclude that Eliyahu will answer 
the question, why was Eliyahu never asked these questions on the 
many occasions where he appeared to Chazal ?    

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Why must one pay off a debt that is more than 1/5 of his assets ?)  
The Mishmeres Chaim states that one must fully pay off a debt 
even though it is a mitzvah, because after paying up to 1/5 of his 
assets, the obligation still exists, creating a new mitzvah to pay 
which requires another 20% of his assets, and so on until the end. 
Also, the 20% limit may only apply to providing the tools of the 
mitzvah, not where the mitzvah itself is to make payment. 

DIN'S CORNER:  
One is not permitted to cast lots on Shabbos in order to distribute 
different portions, even to one's own household. However, it is 
permitted to do so in order to designate who shall receive an 
Aliyah or who shall say Kaddish. Still, only the method which 
distributes based on the page a Sefer was opened to is allowed. 
Using prepared lots with people’s names is not. MB (323:24)   

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Bava Basra 117a) discusses how Eretz Yisroel was 
divided among those who left Egypt, and raises a question 
regarding the Posuk: .rtv ekj, vktk which implies that it was 
divided among those who entered Eretz Yisroel. The Gemara 
answers that vktk means vktf, which restricted apportionment of 
Eretz Yisroel to those who descended from ohrmn htmuh who were 
at least 20 years old when they left. The Rashbam quotes the Sifri 
which says that portions of Eretz Yisroel were given only vktk – 
to those who were vumn hrnua, and not the wicked. If so, how 
could the daughters of Tzelafchad claim a portion, if their father 
was the aauen ?  The Gemara (Shabbos 96b) quotes R’ Akiva as 
having determined that the aauen was in fact Tzelafchad, deriving 
it from a Gezeirah Shaveh (rcsnc rcsnc). R’ Yehudah b. Beseirah  
criticized R’ Akiva for disclosing the identity of the aauen since 
the Torah had seen fit to not reveal it. What could be R’ Akiva’s 
response ? Tosafos (Bava Basra 119b) notes that the aauen 
transgressed Shabbos ohna oak, to display for Bnei Yisroel what 
will happen to one who does not keep the mitzvos. As such, it is 
safe to say that the aauen would not be disqualified from a portion 
in Eretz Yisroel as a wicked person, although his death sentence 
was technically correct, because only Hashem knows what a 
person’s Kavanah is, and Beis Din must judge according to what 
is seen, without considerations of vcajn. For this reason R’ 
Yehudah b. Beseirah argued that although the aauen had a 
Kavanah of ohna oak, this was irrelevant to an earthly Psak, and 
for that reason, the Torah saw fit to keep his identity secret. 
However, R’ Akiva held that the Torah itself revealed his identity 
by providing the word rcsnc twice in such a way as to generate a 
Gezeirah Shaveh, and this was done in Parshas Pinchas, even  
though in Parshas Shelach, the Torah did not reveal it.              

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
In the city of Brisk there lived two brothers who were renowned for 
their scholarship and piety. Their mother used to complain that one of 
them never said iuznv ,frc (he never ate) and the other never said 
vru,v ,frc (he never slept). Once, one of the brothers took someone 
to a Din Torah for not repaying a loan. The defendant denied the whole 
thing, causing the brother to exclaim: "The Gemara says there is a vezj 
that a man will not have the audacity to deny a cuj to his creditor's face. 
What has happened to this vezj !?" This same brother was once a 
single witness for another's claim, where, after the defendant did the 
same thing, the brother made the same observation and comment. 
Shortly thereafter, the brother visited his original debtor and asked him 
for vkhjn. "I am certainly not forgiving the debt", he explained, "but I 
see now that the weakening of the vezj seemed to bother me more 
where it was my money at stake, than where I was merely a witness. For 
the  force of my comment to you, I am asking forgiveness”. 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Zelcer family. 


