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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Mechilta states that the Torah was (and could be) given only 
to the inv hkfut - those from the generation of the Midbar who ate 
the Mon. The Gemara (Yoma 75b) states that the Mon was 
referred to as ohrhct ojk because it was absorbed into the limbs 
(ohrct) of those who ate it, which, according to Rashi meant it 
produced no waste. As such, the Chida writes that eating the Mon 
acted as a safeguard against the Avodah Zara of Peor whose form 
of worship required the production of human waste. The Gemara 
(ibid 75a) also explains how the Mon would indicate whether a 
man was unfaithful to his wife (her portion of Mon would appear 
with her father's) or vice-versa, which also acted as a deterrent to 
,uhrg hukhd. Unfortunately, as the Posuk says: uuj,ahu ogv kfthu, it 
was by feeding the Jews other food that the women of Moav 
successfully lured the Jewish men into the worship of Peor, and 
then to ,uhrg. The SHaCH (s"uh 81:26) states that although a father 
is not obligated to prevent his small child from eating foods that 
are forbidden ibcrsn, he should do so anyway because such food 
will induce the development of a bad nature and cause the child 
harm when he ages. The Yerushalmi (Chagigah 2:1) says that one 
of the reasons that caused Elisha b. Abuya to become an Apikores 
was that his mother, while pregnant with him, smelled a passing 
aroma of food that was part of a sacrifice to Avodah Zara, and 
unable to control herself, she ate some. The Tosefta (Negaim 6:2) 
lists the various examples of Yerushalayim's unique Halachic 
status, such as the inapplicability of the laws of ,jsbv rhg or of 
vpurg vkdg. The Bais Yisroel adds that the laws of vrunu rrux ic 
also do not apply to Yerushalayim because most of the food 
consumed there was primarily hba ragn. The inherent vause of 
such food would not be capable of driving a boy to do those 
things that would brand him a vrunu rrux ic.     

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Where would ten or more adult men eat bread together but in their 
bentsching together, not be permitted to add ubeukt in the iunhz ?           

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:   
(If a Shul had no minyan for 2 weeks, need they “make up” the vthre ?)   
The Mishna Berurah (135:6) records a Machlokes over whether a 
Tzibur, having missed vru,v ,thre twice, must add both on the 
next Shabbos, or only the last one. However, the ohrpt hrga (7:9) 
distinguishes between no Minyan versus another inability to lain. 
Since without a Minyan there was no cuhj, it needs no make-up.      

DIN'S CORNER:  
Although the walls of Yerushalayim were breached on the 9th of 
Tamuz during the first Churban, we are dvub to fast on the 17th 
because the walls were breached then during the 2nd Churban, and 
we view the the 2nd Churban more severely. A Chasan must also 
fast if one of his “Sheva Berachos” days falls on the 17th of 
Tamuz, even though ,ukct would wait, because his personal 
vjna must defer to a public ,hbg,. (See Biur Halacha j"ut 549) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Kidushin 33b) asks: If one's Rebbi is riding by [e.g. 
on a horse] must a student stand up, as he would if the Rebbi were 
walking by ? Is riding the equivalent of walking such that we 
view the Rebbi as walking by, or is the Rebbi sitting still, and it is 
only the horse that is walking by ? Abaye cites a Beraisa which 
shows that if someone is carrying a Tomay item under a tree, as 
long as he doesn't sit down with it, any Tahor people or items 
under the same tree remain Tahor. Once he sits with the Tomay 
item, the Tahor people etc.. become Tomay. From here it is 
evident that the Tomay item, although "sitting" in the carrier's 
pocket, is not deemed to be standing still but rather to be walking, 
as its carrier is doing. So too, if the Rebbi is sitting on the horse, 
we view him as walking, because that is what his carrier (i.e. the 
horse) is doing.  If riding is the equivalent of walking, would a 
man be permitted to sit in a car behind a woman ? Would this 
violate the Halacha (Shulchan Aruch Even HaEzer 21:1) that a 
man may not walk behind a woman - only in front or at the side ? 
The Mishna Halachos (12:299) is not sure, even granting that 
riding in the back seat provides a partial Mechitza, and eliminates 
any view of actual movement, which is  a major part of Chazal's 
concern. The Posuk states: tuv lkuv hf oheukt ;t rjhu (Hashem 
was angry that Bilaam was going (lkuv) ... ub,t kg cfur tuvu and 
Bilaam was riding on his donkey.  Is this not a clear proof that 
cfur is the same as lkuv ? The arupn tren suggests that all would 
agree that if one sits on a horse or donkey and urges the animal to 
move, that lkvnf cufr - his riding is equivalent to walking. The 
question might be - what if one simply sits with no movement ? 
This is what the Gemara was asking, regarding one's Rebbi - is 
this too the equivalent of walking. This may answer the question 
of why Hashem was angry with Bilaam, after giving him 
permission to go off with the Moav officials. Hashem was angry 
tuv lkuv hf - because he was riding with movement, urging his 
donkey to hurry, which all agree is equivalent to walking.    
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
Rav Simcha Wasserman once met a Yeshiva man who felt compelled to 
find work and who decided to become a Melamed.  Rav Simcha asked 
him “What made you pick teaching ?” and the young man replied “I 
wanted to stay in Torah learning”. Rav Simcha said to him “If that is the 
case, then you must take a teaching course. If you would have said that 
you wanted to be a teacher in order to benefit children , using your 
abilities to arouse a desire for learning in them, you wouldn’t need a 
course. You would already be prepared. Don’t misunderstand – your 
reason is also a good one. But in order to understand children you must 
undergo training since you are not entering the field solely with their 
benefit in mind. I once asked a Melamed who teaches the first and 
second grades how he avoids burnout. Does he not become bored 
teaching the same Aleph Beis over and over, year after year ? A Gemara 
rebbi can switch to a different Perek if he wants, and there is always 
something new to be found in Gemara. But he teaches first and second 
grade, with such love and vitality. How does he do it ? The Melamed 
said ‘I want to convey to the children the joy of reading !’ That teacher is 
a success. All that concerns him is the child’s benefit”.  

P.S. Shalosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family.  


