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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Sanhedrin 6b) states that before a Dayan hears a 
dispute, he may recuse himself from the case, even where one of 
the litigants appears to be a ruthless person, whom the Dayan 
would rather not anger. However, once he hears the claims and 
senses which way the decision will flow, he may not decline to 
adjudicate. To do so would transgress: aht hbpn urud, tk. The Sifri 
spells out, if the Dayan fears that a disappointed litigant might kill 
his son, burn his crops or destroy his plantings, he may 
nevertheless not remove himself from the case. The Kli Chemdah 
asks, why is this different from the mitzvah of returning a found 
item to the one who lost it ? One need not suffer a financial loss 
in order to perform vshct ,cav so why does a judge have to 
suffer a loss for an unpopular Psak ? He answers that the mitzvah 
of vshct ,cav is one that is clearly urhcjk ost ihc, where one 
need not suffer a loss to prevent someone else’s loss. However, 
the Posuk regarding a Dayan concludes: tuv oheuktk ypanv hf, 
which characterizes the need for a just adjudication as an 
obligation ouenk ost ihc. Therefore, even if a fearful Dayan 
attempts to appease a losing litigant by restoring his loss from the 
Dayan’s own pocket, he has transgressed aht hbpn urud, tk by 
causing disrespect for a judgment of the Torah. The Sifri lists the 
threat that the ruthless litigant might kill the Dayan’s son. Does 
preserving respect for the ypan require Mesiras Nefesh ? The 
Bach (n”uj 12) clearly disagrees with the Sifri on this, and rules 
that only the 3 cardinal sins require Mesiras Nefesh. However, the 
ina ,jan suggests, in defense of the Sifri, that one who goes out 
to fight a vumn ,njkn, by definition, risks his life, even though he 
is not facing one of the 3 cardinal sins, because that is the nature 
of the obligation. So too, in order to render a just adjudication of a 
dispute without fear, by definition, requires a Dayan to “do his 
job” even under a threat involving Pikuach Nefesh. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
May one be tmuh a brocho half with vrhnt (by saying some 
words) and half with vghna (by hearing the rest from another) ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When is one not tmuh Bedieved on a fruit saying vnstv hrp truc?)  
If one ate two fruits, such as 2 apples, where one of the apples 
grew normally on a tree, and the other was grown in a non-
perforated pot (cueb ubhta .hmg), the brocho of  vnstv hrp truc 
would be sufficient scghsc for the tree apple, but not for the pot 
apple because it did not nourish from the ground.     

DIN'S CORNER:  
When Tisha B’Av is observed on Sunday, one does not eat a 
Seudah HaMafsekes on Shabbos, but rather a regular Seudah 
Shlishis, ending before the Shkiyah. At Tzeis HaKochavim time, 
one should say the words: kujk asue ihc khscnv lurc, remove 
one’s shoes and change from Shabbos clothing to weekday 
clothing. One should then proceed to Shul for Maariv and then 
Eichah.  (MB 553:5)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Taanis 29b) states that when Tisha B’Av falls on 
Shabbos or Sunday, one eats [on that Shabbos] and drinks all that 
he needs, and he may serve on his table even like the feast of 
Shlomo HaMelech in his time. The Mishna (Bava Metzia 83a) 
relates that R’ Yochanan’s son hired workers and committed to 
provide them with food. R’ Yochanan criticized him for that, 
saying that even if he prepared a meal as lavish as Shlomo 
HaMelech’s meals he could not fulfill his obligation to 
descendants of Avrohom, Yitzchok and Yaakov thereby. The 
Gemara (ibid 86b) notes that the meals offered by Avrohom were 
more generous and plentiful (per capita) than those of Shlomo 
HaMelech. Why then are the meals of Shlomo used as a measure 
of what may be served on the Shabbos before Tisha B’Av ? Rav 
Hutner ZTL points out that the Gemara could have combined its 
statement to say that on the Shabbos before Tisha B’Av one may 
eat and drink, even like Shlomo HaMelech’s feast. Why did it 
first say “ufrum kf” (all he needs) and then “ubjkua kg vkgnu” (he 
may serve on his table) ? He suggests that the comparison to 
Shlomo HaMelech’s feast was not focused on the amount of food 
but rather on the number of participants at the meal. For the 
Gemara (Taanis 30a) states that Erev Tisha B’Av afternoon one 
should modify his eating habits by eating less (one cooked item 
instead of two) and if he was accustomed to dine with 10 people, 
he should dine only with 5. Thus, on Shabbos Erev Tisha B’Av, 
not only may one eat to his stomach’s content (ufrum kf) but he 
may also dine with as many people as he wishes, even like the 
number present at Shlomo’s meals (ubjkua kg vkgnu). The Magen 
Avraham (j”ut 552:14) states that even so, one should not dine 
with friends at the Seudah Hamafsekes (aka Seudah Shlishis), so 
as to be sad internally. The Bechor Shor asks, how then does the 
Magen Avraham understand the Gemara which allows one to 
dine with 5 people instead of 10 ? The Toras Chaim (j”ut 552:12) 
suggests that the Magen Avraham would allow a habitual Seudah 
Shlishis with regular attendees and a Dvar Torah to be conducted, 
without singing Zemiros. What should be avoided is a gathering 
of friends, which will distract from the internal sadness 
Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
Two bochurim were on their way to the Kosel when they remembered 
the Halacha regarding Kriah. They quickly each “sold” their clothing to 
the other, so that each was wearing borrowed clothing, which is exempt 
from Kriah. After they left the Kosel, one asked the other to sell him 
back the clothing that he was wearing, which he promptly did. But when 
the other asked the first one to reciprocate, he refused, saying that he 
liked the other’s clothing, and wanted to continue owning them. An 
argument ensued and finally, they agreed to bring the matter before a 
Rav. When the Rav heard the story, he immediately asked the bochur 
who had been “wronged” to leave the room. When he asked why, the 
Rav said that every moment in which he complains and demands his 
clothing back, he transgresses an Issur Torah of sunj, tk, because the 
clothing technically belongs to the other, and he is using harassment to 
get it away from him. After he left the room, the Rav spoke carefully to 
the other, encouraging him to enhance his good Midos by not standing 
on ihs, but instead, hastening the vkutd by doing ihsv ,ruan ohbpk. 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos will not be eaten in Shul this week. 


