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IMPORTANCE  OF ....  

The Gemara (Sanhedrin 71a) states that there never was (nor 
could there be) a vrunu rrux ic, but Rabbi Yochanan claims to 
have seen one and to have sat on his grave. R’ Akiva Eiger raises 
a question in x”av iuhkd, citing Shulchan Aruch (s”uh 364), where 
the Rema rules that one may not sit on the vcmn (headstone) 
placed over a burial spot. The Yad Eliyahu (54) states that there 
are two reasons for the Rema’s ruling - 1) Anything to do with a 
,n is vtbvc ruxt (forbidden to be used) and therefore, the vcmn 
cannot be sat upon; and 2) It is a iuhzc (disgrace) for the deceased 
if one sits on his vcmn. The Yad Eliyahu adds that although 
stepping on the rce of a ,n might not be classified as vtbv 
because the walker gains nothing (he would prefer that the rce not 
even be there), still, sitting on it is definitely vtbv and ruxt. 
However, the Aruch HaShulchan argues with the whole concept 
of prohibiting walking/sitting as vtbv. Is there a place more sacred 
than the asenv ouen, he asks, and are we not permitted to walk 
around in it ? He therefore concludes that the only problem with 
walking or sitting is if they are done in an offensive way, thereby 
creating a iuhzc. The Mishna (Sanhedrin 46b) states that there is 
no period of ,ukct following the death of someone executed by 
Beis Din. Rashi explains that since the lack of ,ukct is a iuhzc for 
the ,n, Chazal took it away for s”c hdurv so that the resultant iuhzc 
would work towards providing them with a vrpf. This may be 
why R’ Yochanan sat on the rce of the vrunu rrux ic - so that the 
iuhzc of someone sitting on his rce should help to provide him 
with a vrpf. One might ask why he needs a vrpf since he didn’t 
do a vjhmr yet, and is being executed only to prevent one in the 
future. However, like a ;sur who also has not yet killed, but may 
be killed to prevent a future vjhmr, so too is there a need for a 
vrpf for the potential, even though he dies htfz and not chhj.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If one sees that someone had used his things and asks those who 
may know who it was to reveal his identity, may they do so ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(May one unburden his heavy heart which includes Lashon HoRa ?)  
One may include Lashon HoRa if his purpose is solely to 
unburden his heavy heart, but only once, and not if his intent is to 
disparage the one he is speaking about. He must be 100% sure of 
his facts, and may not add anything or leave out any explanatory 
information. One may listen to the unburdening but may not 
believe it, and one should try to defuse any grudge or animosity.    

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 receives the cup of wine with both hands, and 
then retains 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 Gemara (Bava Basra 3a) asks how we know that the second 
Beis HaMikdash was taller than the first, and replies that it is 
derived from a Posuk: iuatrv in iurjtv vzv ,hcv sucf 'hvh kusd, 
(Chaggai 2:9) which establishes that the second Bayis would 
stand taller and longer than the first Beis HaMikdash. The Rashba 
(Teshuvos 4:187) was asked, if indeed there will be a third Beis 
HaMikdash (c”c), why was the 2nd one referred to as “iurjtv”, 
which means the “last one” ?  He replied that use of the word 
iurjtv was relative - it was the last one relative to the first one. 
Similarly, the Tosfos Yom Tov (htns 7:3) points out that the 
second ,ut given to Moshe Rabbeinu – (first the snake and then) 
Tzaraas on his hand, was called iurjtv ,utv – the last sign.  Yet, 
after demonstrating those two signs, Hashem offered Moshe a 
third one - if the Bnei Yisroel don't believe those two, then you'll 
turn the waters into blood, indicating that iurjt does not 
necessarily mean the last one. However, the Baal HaTurim states 
that when the Torah refers to a divorced woman marrying again, 
the second husband is called iurjtv ahtv because once that 
marriage ends, she may not marry again, as 2 marriages (ending 
prematurely) create a Chazakah of failing marriages. The Rema 
(z”gvt 9) cites Rashi and the Nimukei Yosef as the source for this 
ruling. If so, why was it necessary for the Torah to forbid 
remarrying an ex-wife after she married another in between ?  She 
should not be allowed to marry anyone after those two ! Perhaps, 
the opinion in the Rema would still permit the second husband 
who just divorced her to immediately remarry her if he wishes to, 
as such a marriage is even permitted Chol HaMoed as not 
constituting a vjna, and it might even be viewed as “undoing” the 
Chazakah of failed marriages. If so, the same might be said about 
the first husband as well. Therefore the Posuk was necessary.   

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A man would visit his Rebbe – R’ Zishe of Hanipoly every year during 
the month of Elul, and receive a brocho for the coming year which 
produced, to his mind, a satisfactory though not extraordinary year.  
One year, when he arrived in Hanipoly, he found that R’ Zishe was away, 
and upon inquiry discovered that R’ Zishe had gone to see his Rebbe to 
receive a brocho for himself. The man thought about it and reasoned 
that if he also went to R’ Zishe’s Rebbe for a brocho, he could only 
imagine how much better it would be for him. So he did exactly that, 
received the brocho he desired, but the following year’s Hatzlacha did 
not turn out as well as that of previous years. Returning to R’ Zishe the 
following Elul, he described what he had done and asked why the 
brocho of the “greater” Rebbe had not been so great. R’ Zishe explained 
to him that on Rosh HaShanah, as each person passes before Hashem’s 
judgment, all his details are displayed. If he is one of R’ Zishe’s followers, 
Hashem has increased Rachmanus for him and as such, is willing to 
“overlook” and forgive his conduct. However, when someone thinks he 
may be deserving of a bigger brocho and goes to the greater Rebbe for 
it, he is scrutinized more carefully, and may be found wanting. 
P.S. Anyone interested in a Shabbos Netz minyan, see Jay  Greenfield.    


