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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Teshuvos HaRosh (17:12) questioned a Get in a situation 
where a man was ashamed of his father and introduced himself as 
Yosef ben Shmuel, instead of ben Shimon (his father’s name). As 
he was now known to everyone this way, he wished to write this 
name in a Get as well. The Rosh invalidated the Get, arguing that 
although one can change one’s own name, one cannot change 
one’s father’s name. The Chasam Sofer (g”vt 2:17) notes the 
words of the Ramban, who explains that Lavan is referred to as: 
rujb ic ick (son of Nachor) rather than son of Besuel, who was his 
real father, because Besuel was a man of low character, and 
Lavan wished to identify with his grandfather Nachor instead.  
However, the existence of such a Remez in the Torah does not 
weaken the Rosh’s position that one cannot simply change a 
father’s name. The Mishna (Bava Basra 172a) suggests that if 
there are two men in a city with the same name (and father’s 
name), they may avoid the problems that will result from this by 
always including a third generation (the grandfather) in legal 
documents. From the fact that there was no suggestion that they 
simply skip over the father’s name and use only the grandfather’s, 
the Chasam Sofer proves that doing so would constitute changing 
the father’s name, which one may not do. However, one may 
change one’s own name, by simply answering to a different name 
for thirty days, being called up for an Aliyah with the new name 
and signing documents with the new name. Therefore, in a Get 
situation such as above, since his father’s real name is Shimon, he 
must now become known once again as Yosef ben Shimon for 30 
days before he will be allowed to give his wife a Get.    

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When may one not wear a Yarmulka under his hat ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When must one repeat Shemona Esrei only after saying the correct one ?)  
The Shaarei Tziun (582:4) cites the Chayei Adam who quotes R’ 
Abele Pasveler who held that if one said ausev kev instead of 
ausev lknv on Rosh HaShanah night, he need not repeat the 
Shemona Esrei, just as one need not on Rosh Choiesh evening if 
he forgot Yaaleh V’Yavo. The Chayei Adam adds that this would 
only be true if he said a weekday Shemona Esrei. If he said the 
Yom Tov one, and said ausev kev he would have to repeat. a"g  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one arises in the middle of the night for any reason, if it is past 
,umj, he may say all the rjav ,ufrc at that time, even if he plans 
to go back to sleep, and he needn’t repeat them again later when 
he gets up. The only exceptions to this are: vnab heukt, which he 
should say but not conclude with the brocho, and vba rhcgnv, 
which should be said without Hashem’s name. In the morning, 
both of these should be repeated correctly. Also, if he rose early 
to study Torah he should say Birchos HaTorah and need not repeat 
them later. However, if he goes back to sleep, according to those 
Poskim who recommend repeating Birchos HaTorah even after a 
daytime nap, one would certainly repeat them here. (MB 47:29-30)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Mishna (Bava Basra 126b) states that if a man anticipates his 
death and verbally divides up his possessions among his sons, 
giving his Bechor (first-born) an amount equal to the others, the 
distribution is valid. However, if he phrases this division in terms 
of vaurh (inheritance), then his distribution is not valid, as he has 
violated the Torah’s specific instruction that the Bechor receive a 
double portion. The MaHarit (2:71) ruled accordingly, where a 
man had 2 sons, and the Bechor died, leaving behind a son. The 
(grand)father announced that his surviving son should share 
equally with the grandson, in all his possessions. The MaHarit 
understood that the intent of the division was to effectuate vaurh, 
and ruled that the Bechor’s son receive his father’s double 
portion. The Ketzos HaChoshen (281:4) cites the Ramban’s 
opinion that the rule which disallows such equalizing instructions 
where a division is expressed as vaurh applies only where the 
actual Bechor himself would be deprived. A Bechor’s son does 
not enjoy such a privilege. The Ramban derives this from the 
Posuk: rufcv vtubav ic hbp kg vcuvtv ic ,t rfck kfuh tk, noting 
that a father cannot choose another son over a Bechor where it is 
hbp kg (in front of) the Bechor. When the Bechor has died, it is no 
longer hbp kg, which only applies to live people, such as jr, hbp kg. 
The Ketzos opines that the MaHarit had probably not seen this 
opinion of the Ramban, but if he had, he would have agreed. 
However, Menachem Maishiv (2:34) questions how the Ramban 
and the Ketzos could have both missed a clear indication from the 
Posuk: u,n hbp kgn ovrct oehu, where hbp kg is used to refer to one 
(Sarah) who was dead. He cites a Midrash (Bamidbar 2:26) 
which offers a Machlokes over whether Elazar assumed Aharon’s 
position of Kohen Gadol while Aharon was still alive, or after his 
death. Both opinions use the Posuk: ovhct irvt hbp kg - one 
compares it to jr, hbp kg (who was alive) and the other compares 
it to u,n hbp kgn (where Sarah was dead). [The Ramban and 
Ketzos may have held that u,n hbp kgn meant that Avrohom rose 
from his former position of hbp kg Sarah, which ended at her death.]  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A Shadchan arranged for a boy and girl to meet, and after a few 

meetings, they decided to get engaged. The girl’s father suggested they 

meet a few more times, but the girl said there was no need. The father 

then asked that the boy send him a handwriting sample, as he was a 

graphologist. At first, the boy refused, arguing that Avrohom never 

asked Eliezer to produce handwriting from Rivka. In the end, the boy 

sent a sample and the girl’s father was very pleased with it, encouraging 

his daughter to get engaged immediately. On the day before the 

scheduled engagement, the boy confided to a Rav that he had sent the 

handwriting of a multi-Maalos friend of his. The Rav chastised him for 

having done this, but ruled that he need not be forthcoming to disclose 

it, since it would probably lead to a breakup. However, to prevent any 

ongoing Genevas Daas, he should slowly “reveal” in a practical way to 

the girl and her father how the graphology was not entirely accurate.   

P.S . Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Petlin and Sorscher families.     


