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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Shevuos 39a) states that when a monetary claim is 
made against someone, and Beis Din obligates him to swear an 
oath that he is not liable, he may elect to pay instead of swear, or 
he may agree to swear the oath. If he agrees to swear, those 
standing nearby refer to him as wicked, and recite the Posuk: 
ohgarv .. kgn tb urux, as part of an attempt to discourage even a 
truthful oath. Yet, the Posuk states: gca, unacu ..trh, lheukt ‘s    
which seemingly encourages one to swear, and Rashi clearly 
states that a ohna trh should swear. Still, the Shulchan Aruch 
(j”ut 156:1) states that one should not swear, even to the truth, 
bringing an example from Yanai HaMelech who owned 1000 
cities which were all destroyed because the residents swore oaths, 
even though they fulfilled them. The Midrash Tanchuma points 
out that the oaths sworn in Yanai’s cities were gratuitous and 
unnecessary. A man would swear that he was going to a certain 
place, and then go there. As there was no need for him to swear 
the oath at all, it was similar to a tua ,guca and the prevalence of 
such oaths resulted in destruction. However oaths that must be 
sworn, such as where Beis Din obligates them, are obviously 
different. Yet, the Gemara still refers to one who is willing to 
swear a truthful oath, even when directed by Beis Din, as a Rasha, 
encouraging him to pay, rather than swear, as a ,ushxj ,shn. How 
far must one go to avoid such an oath ?  The .pj hbct (1:11:7) was 
asked about a promised dowry where financial difficulties forced 
the Kallah’s father to cut the dowry amount by 1/3. Was this 
enough to justify the Chasan’s breaking the Shidduch ? Bringing 
proof from a Mishna (ohtkf 7:6), he concludes that the Chasan 
should be willing to give up 1/3 of the amount without objection, 
to remove any suspicion that he might be marrying the Kallah for 
her money. Here as well, to remove any suspicion that he might 
be swearing falsely, he should be willing to pay 1/3. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Where would it be prohibited to speak to someone directly, but 
permitted to speak to him as part of a group ?   ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(May one be tmuh a brocho, half saying and half listening?)  
R’ Akiva Eiger (7) cites the opinion of the Magen Avraham who 
advises women to say Kiddush together with the man who is 
making Kiddush because the women (presumably) don’t 
understand Lashon HaKodesh. RAE says that the women 
understand the beginning and end of the Kiddush, so they need 
not say those parts, but be tmuh by listening. It is only the middle 
of Kiddush that they don’t understand, so they should say that.   

DIN'S CORNER:  
Dust or lint etc… in one’s pockets is kyc to one’s clothing and as 
such, one need not check to remove it before Shabbos. However, 
if one has pebbles in one’s shoes, since this is something that one 
normally notices and is inclined to remove, one may not go out 
into the Reshus HaRabim with them in his shoes.  (Shemiras 
Shabbos K’Hilchaso 18:Ha’arah 180) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Berachos 46a) relates that when R’ Zeira took ill, 
R’ Avahu went to visit him, and took upon himself to arrange a 
Seudah if/when R’ Zeira recovered. At the Seudah, R’ Avahu 
wished to honor R’ Zeira with saying HaMotzie on behalf of 
everyone. R’ Zeira declined, pointing out R’ Yochanan’s 
statement that as the host, it was R’ Avahu’s privilege to do so. 
The same dialogue took place with regard to Zimun, as well. The 
Rashba explains that although R’ Avahu knew R’ Yochanan’s 
statement, he nevertheless offered HaMotzie to R’ Zeira because 
the meal had been arranged in R’ Zeira’s honor. As such, R’ Zeira 
could have also been deemed the host. The Aderes considers the 
answer of the Rashba to be somewhat forced (eujs) and asks why 
the Rashba did not simply answer that R’ Avahu honored R’ 
Zeira with HaMotzie and with Zimun because R’ Zeira was a 
Kohen, as is indicated in the Yerushalmi (Berachos 3:1:23). The 
Aderes wishes to prove from here that in those instances where 
someone died and was brought back to life, he is brought back 
similar to a Ger who is considered newly born. As such, since R’ 
Zeira was killed by Rabbah at a Purim Seudah they were eating, 
and then Rabbah brought him back to life, R’ Zeira must have 
come back, not as a Kohen, but as someone with Ger-like status, 
and as such, the Rashba must have held that R’ Zeira lost his 
Kehunah when he temporarily died. The Kli Chemdah (,hatrc)  
disagrees, arguing that someone is a Kohen only because his 
father was a Kohen. Like Bnei Yisroel, who momentarily died at 
Matan Torah, R’ Zeira’s momentary death did not erase his 
relationship with his father, so when he “came back”, he should 
have come back as a Kohen. However, the Aderes brings proof 
from the Gemara (Yoma 5b) which discusses how Moshe dressed 
Aharon and his sons during the Miluim, when they were being 
consecrated as Kohanim. The Gemara asks, why do we need to 
know how Moshe dressed them, and answers that it will be 
necessary to know how to do it after Techias HaMeisim, when 
Aharon and his sons will have to be re-consecrated. Apparently, 
they will need to be re-consecrated because their death did 
something to their Kehunah status, which must be restored.  
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A Rav was walking down the street when a wealthy man came over and 
asked the following: “I have everything that I could want. Yet, yesterday, 
when my neighbor across the street brought home a shiny new car, I 
felt jealous. How could the Torah expect me not to be jealous ? How can 
I avoid the Aveirah of sunj, tk when I see my neighbor’s new car ?“ 
The Rav, after saying a small Kepitel of Tehilim while asking for Siyata 
DiShmaya on this question, turned to the man and said: “But not 
everything is in order with your neighbor, is that not so ?“ The man was 
shocked to hear the question, asking the Rav how he had known. The 
Rav ignored his question and proceeded to ask if he was jealous of and 
wished to have everything the neighbor had, including his “Pekel” (i.e. 
problems). The man, of course, said no. The Rav explained to him that 
when the Torah stated sunj, tk, it also gave a list of things that one 
might be jealous of (i.e. his house, field, wife). However the last item is 
lhgrk rat kfu – everything he has. Why is this here ?  It is to teach us 
that when one feels jealous of someone’s material possessions, he 
should remember everything else that his neighbor possesses as well.  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Wercberger family. 


