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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Mishna (Avos 5:11) defines a Chasid as one who exhibits the 
self-control of  ,umrk jubu xugfk vae  - difficult to anger and easy 
to appease. However, the Gemara (Taanis 4a) states that a Talmid 
Chochom who is not as tough as iron is not a [true] Talmid 
Chochom, as the Posuk likens the Torah and its scholars to a 
hammer capable of smashing a rock. How does one reconcile 
these two statements ? Igros Moshe (j”ut 1:54) states that they 
are clearly not talking about the same thing. A Talmid Chochom 
must be resolute when issuing rulings and guidance. If he were 
easy to appease when faced with resistance to what he believes 
should be Halacha, people would not attribute his behavior to 
good Midos, but rather to wavering and weakness in his defense 
of the Torah’s mandate. They might also suspect him of trying to 
cover up his mistakes, which would impact negatively any other 
Pesakim that he had made or will make. For this reason, the 
Gemara says he is not a Talmid Chochom, rather than just 
criticizing his behavior, since it will result in no one paying 
attention to what he says, which means that practically, his role as 
a guiding Talmid Chochom is useless. The definition of a Chasid 
on the other hand is relevant where one’s anger is directed at 
behavior that everyone recognizes as negative, where no one will 
mistake the ,umrk jub as weakness. Rabbeinu Yonah holds up 
Pinchas as an example, where it was clear that his anger was 
motivated by ‘s ,tbe and so the Mishna encourages one to 
proactively “self-appease” rather than just wait for the anger to 
subside. What if we believe that someone in Pinchas’ position 
was not acting out of ‘s ,tbe ?  This would mean he is not a htbe, 
he would have no Heter to kill, and if he did, he would be a 
murderer. However, since our “belief” may not be accurate, he 
could not be prosecuted. This could be further complicated by one 
who, believing the htbe was not authentic, killed him to save the 
kguc from death. Many Rishonim hold that there is no imperative 
to save someone who is engaged in an aveirah for which he may 
be killed, even if the htbe is suspect, and without  proof to the 
contrary, the ,utbe of an raf aht must always be trusted.    

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When is it permitted/required for one to sin urhcj vfzha khcac – in 
order for someone else to benefit ?    

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When would one say okugv lkn ubheukt twice in one brocho ?)  
The Mishna Berurah (139:15) states that if one mistakenly recited 
the brocho of ubc rjc rat after his Aliyah, but only realized his 
mistake after saying h”tc at the end, but did not yet say vru,v i,ub 
he should say okugv lkn ubheukt and finish the brocho properly.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
When a group eats together in a train, airplane, gentile building or 
public place where there is no specific owner, they may bentsch 
inuzn, but instead of saying vzv ,hcc vcrn vfrc ubk jkah …injrv,  
they say: okug sg ub,chahcu ub,fhkvc vcrn vfrc ubk jkah …injrv. 
(MB 193:27)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Bava Basra 110a) derives from: uk iht icu that a 
daughter may only inherit if there is no son, which implies that 
sons always inherit from the father. The Torah Temimah notes 
that the Torah could have stated clearly that if a man died, his 
sons would inherit, but deemed it unnecessary since it is natural 
for sons to take their father’s place. The Mishna (Avos D'Rav 
Nasan 6:3) describes how R' Eliezer b. Hyrcanus, until he reached 
his mid-twenties, never learned Torah. Although he wished to 
desperately, his father had prevented him until he "escaped" one 
day and went to study under R' Yochanan b. Zakai. Much later, 
when Hyrcanus came to R' Yochanan b. Zakai, looking to disown 
his son Eliezer who had run away, he found R' Eliezer saying a 
Drasha in front of some of the most distinguished people in the 
country. Hyrcanus, upon discovering that the Darshan was none 
other than his own son, changed his mind, saying that although he 
had really intended initially to disown him, but in light of his 
scholarship etc.., he wanted now to give him everything he 
owned. R' Eliezer declined, saying he wished to share evenly with 
all his brothers. However, does not the Gemara (Bava Basra 
133b) state that one may not deprive a son of inheritance by 
transferring his portion to another son, even from a wicked son to 
a good son ? If so, how could Hyrcanus have offered his entire 
estate to one son, Eliezer, excluding the other sons ?  The 
MaHarash Yafeh states that when one transfers assets to a son 
who is a Talmid Chochom there is no prohibition, since benefiting 
a Talmid Chochom from one's assets facilitates his study and is a 
great mitzvah. As we see in the Gemara (Kesubos 52b), in order 
to marry off one's daughter which the Gemara also refers to as an 
important Scriptural mitzvah, it is permitted and even encouraged 
to transfer assets that would have gone to the sons, and provide 
them as her dowry.   

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A Rav was asked to be Mesader Kidushin at a certain Chasunah. The Rav 
asked if there would be a Kosher Mechitzah at the wedding and he was 
assured that there would be. When he arrived at the hall he saw that in 
fact there was a proper Mechitzah, and he was pleased that everything 
appeared to be in order. After the Chupah, the Rav sat down for a short 
while to participate in the Simcha. A man approached the Rav and 
advised him that as soon as he would leave, the Mechitza would come 
down and there would in all likelihood be mixed dancing. As long as the 
Rav remained there, however, this would not happen. The Rav was now 
faced with a dilemma, since he was scheduled to give a Shiur in a few 
minutes, and had been about to leave. On the one hand, nothing 
damages a regular Shiur like the Magid Shiur not showing up from time 
to time. On the other hand, how could he leave, and by leaving cause 
such prohibited behavior to take place ? Upon discussing the question, it 
was concluded that the Rav should stay at the wedding, based on a 
Gemara (Succah 52a) which relates that Abaye once spotted a man and 
woman walking into a forest, and fearing that they may have intended to 
sin there, Abaye followed them for quite a while until they emerged and 
entered a city. Thus, to prevent sinful behavior, Abaye deemed it proper 
to waste precious Torah learning time, and so should the Rav.  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Zelcer family. 


