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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Bava Basra 8b) relates that Rava coerced R’ Nasan 
into giving 400 zuz to Tzedaka. Tosafos points out that giving 
Tzedaka is a positive mitzvah, and there is a rule  applicable to 
positive mitzvos which precludes coercion. This rule states 
(Chulin 110b) that wherever the reward for a positive mitzvah is 
stated in the Torah next to the mitzvah itself, Beis Din may not 
force anyone to perform the mitzvah. The theory is that since one 
sees what the reward would be, he understands that the 
“punishment” for non-performance is to forgo the reward. If so, 
since the reward for giving Tzedaka is stated clearly in the Torah 
– lfrch vzv rcsv kkdc hf …uk lsh ,t j,p, ju,p, Rava should not 
have been permitted to coerce R’ Nasan into giving Tzedaka. 
Tosafos (the Ri) answers that there are also negative prohibitions 
associated with Tzedaka, such as lcck ,t .nt, tk (don’t harden 
your heart) and lsh ,t .pe, tk (don’t close your hand), for which 
Beis Din may enforce compliance. This may be based on the 
Rambam (ohhbg ,ub,n 7:1-2) who records the mitzvah to give 
Tzedaka, and then applies .nt, tk and .pe, tk where one sees a 
pauper and ignores him. As such, Rava forced R’ Nasan to 
contribute where ohhbg were asking for assistance because both the 
vag and the ihutk applied. Rava would not have forced him to 
contribute to a charitable cause where ohhbg were not present, as 
.nt, tk and .pe, tk would not operate there. This distinction 
may also apply to: yucgv ,t uk cha, cav, where the Rema (n”uj 
97:9) rules one may not force the return of a poor man’s security, 
because the Posuk states  the reward - lfrcu. Does it not also state 
a utk - uycgc cfa, tk (don’t keep it overnight) ? However here, 
since the vag and the utk will always apply together, the essential 
rule of vsmc vrfa i,n remains in effect, and precludes coercion.    

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Under what circumstances would a Shliach Tzibur be permitted to 
serve only if he was not acceptable to the entire Tzibur ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:   
(Where is a co-signer encouraged to sign but not obligated to pay?)  
The Gemara (Bava Basra 174b) states that a man is encouraged 
to obligate himself as a co-signer (crg) on a Kesubah (in case the 
husband can’t pay it), because it is a mitzvah to help (i.e. 
convince) the woman to get married. However, since he only 
signed as a mitzvah, if the husband doesn’t pay, the crg is not 
obligated to pay. (See also Shulchan Aruch g”vt 102:6).  

DIN'S CORNER:  
When a ohna trh says Birchas HaMazon over a cup of wine, he 
should be wearing a hat and jacket; without wine he should at 
least wear a hat. He should receive the cup of wine with both 
hands, and then retain it in his right hand only, lest it be seen as a 
burden. He should not use the left hand again to touch the cup, 
except to perhaps support his right hand from underneath. (MB 
183:11-13) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Rambam (jmur 11:1) rules that the mitzvah of erecting a vegn 
(fence) around one's roof only applies to a residence but not to a 
warehouse, silo or barn. The Kesef Mishna points out that the Sifri 
clearly includes such structures in the obligation, and suggests 
that vegn is connected to vzuzn. The Sifri, who requires a Mezuzah 
for such buildings also requires a fence, whereas the Rambam 
does not require either one. The SMA (n"uj 427:2) asks if so, how 
could the Shulchan Aruch (ibid) rule like the Rambam regarding 
the non-necessity of a fence, while agreeing with the Sifri and 
requiring a Mezuzah (see s"uh 286:1) for such structures. The 
Gemara (Sanhedrin 21a) explains the Machlokes between R' 
Yehudah, who would allow a king to marry more than eighteen 
wives provided none of them will turn his heart away from 
Hashem, and R' Shimon, who would forbid him even one wife if 
she was a bad influence. According to R' Yehudah who normally 
does not try to derive the reasons behind a mitzvah, the fact that 
the Torah stated: ucck ruxh tku ohab uk vcrh tk clearly indicates 
that the prohibition against multiple wives is tied to the fear of 
their disastrous influence. Thus, if all the wives are righteous, he 
may marry as many as he wishes. R' Shimon on the other hand, 
regularly expounds the Torah's rationale and would not have 
needed the Torah to explain why multiple wives are prohibited. 
He therefore derives from the fact that a reason was given that it 
applies even to one wife. The Chasam Sofer (s"uh 280) notes that 
the Torah explains why a fence is needed: kpbv kph hf - because 
one destined to fall will fall, but the fence will prevent him from 
falling off your roof. Since anonymous opinions in the Sifri are 
credited to R' Shimon who would not have needed a reason, the 
Torah's point must have been to include any dangerous area, even 
a barn etc.. However, the Rambam holds like R' Yehudah, and 
since the Torah states a reason, it should only apply where the 
danger is commonly expected - on a house rooftop, as opposed to 
other structures. Thus, vegn has its own reasons - not tied to 
vzuzn, permitting the Shulchan Aruch to rule as it did. 
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A Bobover Chasid from Bochnia came to ask the Bobover Rav about 
taking out an insurance policy to protect his farm from fire, theft, hail 
and other destructive elements. The Rav told him to insure against fire 
and theft only because these come about through someone’s efforts, 
which in turn are a manifestation of that someone’s Bechirah. Hail and 
wind damage on the other hand come straight from Shomayim, and if 
Hashem has decided that you should not suffer a loss, your crops will be 
preserved even if it hails. The Chasid followed the Rav’s advice and sure 
enough, a year later, there was a hailstorm in the area, and everyone’s 
fields were damaged. Everyone except the Chasid, and people came 
from all over to see the wonder for themselves, accepting what was 
obviously a big Kiddush Hashem. When the insurance adjusters came by 
to assess the damage on all of the Chasid’s neighbors and saw that no 
damage had occurred to the Chasid, they matter-of-factly commented 
that they see once again from the Chasid’s fields how the Jewish G-d is 
always looking out for His people.         

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


