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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Sanhedrin 110b) states that the ten “lost” ohyca 
will not have a portion in tcv okug, as is derived from the Posuk: 
,rjt .rt kt ofhkahu …oa,hu. Can it be, that in tcv okug there 
will only be two ohyca ? The Ridvaz (j“ut 8:85) points out that 
the words: tcv okugk ekj ovk iht refer specifically to those who 
were actually sent into Galus by Sancheriv. Since the Posuk 
combines oa,hu (being sent into Galus) with ofhkahu (losing their 
tcv okug), it stands to reason that both refer to that generation 
alone. However, Rashi quotes an opinion that defines the loss of 
tcv okug as referring to jhanv ,unh, suggesting that Moshiach will 
not include the ten ohyca in his ,uhukd .uche. This would seem to 
refer to the present-day descendants as well. How could 10 ohyca 
simply be cut away and destroyed ? The Ridvaz suggests 
therefore, that perhaps within the borders of Yehudah and 
Binyomin, members of other ohyca may have come to reside prior 
to the Churban. After all, the Gemara (Taanis 26a) states that for 
the Maamados, representative members of every yca had to be 
present in Yerushalayim constantly. As a result, while residing in 
the midst of Yehudah and Binyomin,  they would be able to 
“escape” the punishment slated for their ohyca and the loss of 
their tcv okug. The surviving members of each tribe would then 
build up the yca around them, just as Binyomin did, after the 
incident with the vgcdc adkp. This concept of safety within the 
ohcr is one of the themes of Rosh HaShanah, where the Midrash 
comments on ofkf ouhv ohcmb that ohua okuf - all are equal, and 
Chazal add: ,jt vrhexc ihrexb okuf - all are examined with one 
glance. Even those who cannot survive on their own merits may 
pull through if they join in and  establish a permanent position for 
themselves within the kkf. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
The Gemara (Shevuos 24a) says that if one swears he won’t sleep 
for 3 days, he receives Malkus and goes to sleep because the vow 
is impossible to fulfill. What if he swore not to eat for a week ?     

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Should one say a brocho upon fulfilling Yishuv Eretz Yisroel ?)   
No brocho was established for those who return from Galus to 
reside in Eretz Yisroel. According to R’ Chaim Kanievski it is like 
one of the 6 constant mitzvos that one is obligated in always, and 
no brocho was established for them.     

DIN'S CORNER:  
The Rema (j"ut 263:10) states that when a woman lights Shabbos 
candles, she should do so on the dining table, rather than lighting 
the candles elsewhere and then bringing them to put on the table. 
We are accustomed today not to be so adamant about lighting on 
the table, as there is so much light besides the Shabbos candles, 
which serve only as an instrument of ,ca sucf. Besides, lighting 
on the table only raises issues of Muktzah and the danger of 
extinguishing fires. (Teshuvos V'Hanhagos 1:272) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Sanhedrin 11a) states that after the later Neviim 
(Chagai, Zechariah, Malachi) died, Ruach HaKodesh disappeared 
from Bnei Yisroel, but they continued to utilize a Bas Kol. Tosafos 
explains that it is called “Bas Kol” because the Bnei Yisroel did 
not hear any direct voice from Shomayim, but instead they heard 
an echo of it, thus the term Bas (daughter of the) Kol. The Mishna 
(Yevamos 122a) states that testimony regarding a man who died is 
accepted even if the witnesses saw him die/dead by the light of a 
lamp or the moon. We will also permit a woman to remarry if a 
Bas Kol announced that her husband had died. Rashi explains that 
a voice was heard but no person was seen. Is that not what we 
understand a Bas Kol to mean ? The Mishna continues with an 
incident where a man announced from the top of a mountain that 
someone from a certain place had died, and when investigators 
reached the mountaintop they found no one there. Here too, the 
assumed widow was permitted to remarry. Tosfos Yom Tov 
reviews the common usage of the term Bas Kol as a voice 
emanating from Shomayim after Nevuah had ceased, but 
concludes that its use in this Mishna is not the same. Here the 
term is borrowed, but it apparently means simply a voice that 
could not be identified, insisting that from the ensuing incident 
described in the Mishna, it seems clear that the Bas Kol had come 
from a man who subsequently disappeared. If he wasn’t there 
when they looked for him, how did they know he had even been 
there ? It must be that Chazal’s decision to accept the 
announcement was based on their certainty that it had been a man 
and not a Bas Kol from Shomayim. However, in the case of the 
oven of Achnai (Bava Metzia 59b), where a Bas Kol announced 
that the Halacha always follows R’ Eliezer’s opinion, R’ 
Yehoshua recognized that the Bas Kol was not human, and 
therefore stood up for it before declaring  thv ohnac tk.    

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
The Chazon Ish once asked R’ Meir Simcha of Dvinsk the following 
question: The Gemara (Eruvin 19a) quotes Resh Lakish in saying that the 
wicked don’t even do Teshuvah at the entrance to Gehinom, but 
Avrohom Avinu stands there nevertheless, saving everyone with a Bris 
Milah, except for one who had relations with a non-Jewish woman. Is 
there nothing worse in Avrohom’s eyes ? Why is this his sole criterion 
for rejection ? R’ Meir Simcha answered that the Midrash comments on 
the Posuk: hbugn vsuvh v,kd - what was so unique about the Galus of the 
Jews ? Many nations are exiled from their land ! The Midrash explains 
that when other nations are exiled, they acclimate themselves to the 
land and culture they settle into, whereas the Jews are careful not to eat 
gentile bread (,p) or drink the wine (ihh) of foreign lands, making their 
exile a real Galus. Chazal state that Hashem allowed Avrohom Avinu to 
choose Galus over Gehinom as an appropriate punishment for the Bnei 
Yisroel’s ,urhcg. Since they wouldn’t consume gentile bread or wine in 
Galus, the Gemara (z“g 31b) says they would be protected from sinning 
with gentile women. Therefore, when a ,hrfb kguc appears at the 
entrance to Gehinom, the chances that he consumed gentile bread and 
wine were unfortunately excellent. As such, he had not experienced a 
real Galus, and Avrohom had to allow him into Gehinom.                                                                      
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Sternberg family. 


