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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Noda BiYehuda (z”gvt 2:65) was faced with the following 
situation: An vbudg (abandoned wife) believed that a certain 
stranger who had just arrived in town was her long-lost husband. 
Other townspeople concurred, and they dragged him to Beis Din 
where he initially protested that he was not her husband, but then 
admitted that he was, and gave her a Get. Shortly after, the same 
thing happened in a different town, with the same man. This time 
he admitted to being the husband, claiming that he gave a Get to 
the first woman because he was paid to. The Beis Din in the 
second town sent a message to the first town, informing them that 
their woman was still an vbudg. Messengers were dispatched from 
town #1 to argue that they recognized the man as coming from 
their town, and that he had been married to their vbudg. The Noda 
BiYehuda ruled that this was a case of hr,u hr, - 2 conflicting sets 
of testimony (by the 2 groups of townspeople), and the procedure 
in such cases is to throw them both out, and leave both women in 
their previous vbudg status. The double-divorcer is also not 
believed since he has established himself to be a rogue, taking 
money for an invalid Get. The Gemara (Sanhedrin 38a) states 
that Hashem created only one original man – Adam Harishon, to 
distinguish from a caster who produces exact replicas from one 
mold, while Hashem produces all mankind from the model of 
Adam HaRishon, and yet not one is identical to another. 
Apparently, the 2 sets of townspeople did not look closely enough 
and are therefore not to be believed. This may also explain how 
Yitzchok’s resemblance to Avrohom proved their relationship. 
After all, since Yitzchok was Lot’s nephew, and Rashi points out 
from: ubjbt ohjt ohabt that Avrohom and Lot looked the same, 
what proof was there that Yitzchok’s appearance came from 
Avrohom ? It must be that Hashem made Yitzchok look exactly 
like Avrohom; something that normally does not occur.                    

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If one should buy a vtb ,hky to attach Tzitzis to it (Magen 
Avrohom j”ut 24) why is there no similar mitzvah to buy a nice 
house in order to affix a Mezuzah to it ?    

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Can one be tmuh Bedieved a Yom Tov Shemona Esrei with only tchu vkgh ?)  
The Rivevos Ephraim (6:151) cites an opinion that distinguishes 
between Shavuos and Shemini Atzeres, which have no Chol 
HaMoed, where Yaaleh V’Yavo could be sufficient, versus Succos 
and Pesach which have Chol HaMoed, in which case Yaaleh 
V’Yavo is also said on Chol HaMoed and therefore does not 
sufficiently denote the Kedusha of Yom Tov.  a"g  

DIN'S CORNER:  
Although one may not squeeze juice/liquid from a fruit on 
Shabbos, one may suck the juice from the fruit directly. Because 
of this Heter, one may only do so by inserting the fruit into one’s 
mouth and not when holding the fruit in one’s hand, as to do so 
might lead to one’s squeezing out the juice with one’s fingers in a 
forbidden manner.  (MB 320:12)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Bava Basra 61b) states that a man once sold a piece 
of land, writing in the sales contract that he was selling "the land 
of Chiya's house". As it happened, Chiya owned two parcels of 
land, both referred to and known as belonging to "Chiya's house". 
Did “land of” include both parcels ? Rav Ashi ruled that we look 
at the language precisely, and since he had written "land" instead 
of "lands", only one piece of property had been sold. A man once 
bequeathed in his will: b”fvcc hk aha hnuen (my place in Shul) to 
his son Zalman, on condition that Zalman light a candle for him 
in the Shul annually and arrange to have someone study there for 
his benefit the entire day of the Yahrtzeit. Zalman's brother 
argued that the bequest only covered the father's own seat in Shul, 
but not the place owned by the father in the Ezras Nashim 
(women’s section) since he had only specified hnuen  - my place, 
an argument apparently supported by the above ruling of Rav 
Ashi. In the ensuing Din Torah, recorded in vkgh vsuvh ,”ua 
(Orach Chaim 31) R’ Yehuda Assad disagreed, citing a Gemara 
(Sotah 2a) which states the following rule: if the word sjt in the 
Posuk: ahtc sjt sg oueh tk seems redundant (as sg  is already 
singular), why then did the Torah state sjt ? The Gemara 
answers: To establish that where the Torah says sg without sjt it 
means 2 witnesses (i.e. ,usg - legal testimony), and where the 
Torah wishes to specify only one witness, it will add on the word 
sjt. R’ Assad suggests that the same concept may apply to the 
Posuk: sjt ouen kt … ohnv uueh, explaining that adding the word 
sjt after ouen, though ouen is already singular, also serves to 
establish that ouen without sjt means more than one, just as sg 
without sjt means more than one. As such, Zalman was entitled 
to both seats in the Shul, since hnuen (alone) included them both.   

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A man once came to the Chortkover Rebbe and enthusiastically 

described a business venture that he was prepared to enter. He was able 

to purchase a large forest for a fraction of its value, and he was 

confident that he would be able to reap a fortune from the lumber, 

which he had already tested and determined to be of the highest grade. 

All he lacked was a brocho from the Rebbe. When the man finished 

talking, the Rebbe told him not to buy the forest. The Yid left the Rebbe 

in a state of shock. He hadn’t really come for the Rebbe’s advice; merely 

his brocho. What was he to do now ? In the end, he decided to buy the 

forest anyway. When the trees were chopped down, they were found to 

be wormy and full of decay. Clearly, the initial pre-purchase tests were 

not done properly, and the Yid had now lost his entire fortune. 

Embarrassment and guilt kept him away from Chortkov for a while, but 

he finally came to the Rebbe and asked for forgiveness. How did the 

Rebbe know ?, he asked. The Rebbe told him “I didn’t know that the 

lumber was wormy. I merely saw how confident you were that this deal 

would be such a success. If you had forgotten about Hashem already 

before the deal, it couldn’t be a good idea”.  

P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Meckler family. 


