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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Shabbos 145b) relates that R’ Chiya once asked R’ 
Assi why the birds in Bavel were fatter than the ones in Eretz 
Yisroel. R’ Assi replied that he should go to the desert of Gaza 
(which is in Eretz Yisroel) where he will find birds fatter than the 
ones in Bavel. The Levushei Srad explains that R’ Chiya’s 
question was prompted by the Gemara (Beitzah 32b) which stated 
that Shabsai b. Merinus visited Bavel and asked the wealthy 
people to give him merchandise to sell, but they refused. He then 
asked for food, which they also declined to give him. He 
concluded from their stinginess that they must have descended 
from the Eirev Rav, who were not merciful. Since the Gemara 
(Sotah 38b) derives from a Posuk that even birds do not eat from 
that which belongs to stingy people, how could the birds in Bavel 
have become so fat ? R’ Assi’s response was to point out how in 
Gaza, there was a house known as t,rhdx t,cruj – the ruins of a 
house that had been afflicted with Tzaraas (see Sanhedrin 81a). 
Since the Gemara (Arachin 16a) derives from ,hcv ,t ubpu that the 
Kohen would disperse the belongings of the afflicted house as 
retribution for the owner’s offenses of kzd (theft) and ihg ,urm 
(stinginess), the birds would be free to eat the scattered food 
which would no longer belong to the stingy owner of the house.  
Though no actual afflicted houses would be found in Bavel, the 
loss and dispersal of assets belonging to a stingy person could still 
take place, just as a form of ihs ,hc ,u,hn ‘s would be naturally 
administered to one who was liable, when Beis Din was no longer 
effective. This would advantage and fatten the birds in Bavel. The 
Nesiv Yashar questions Eliezer’s patience -  jhkmvv ,gsk ahrjn as 
he waited to discover if his request had been fulfilled. Had Rivka 
not already given him to drink, and announced that she would give 
the camels ? Isn’t that what Eliezer had asked for ? The Nesiv 
Yashar suggests that Eliezer was looking to see if the camels 
would drink Rivka’s water, or, like the birds, if they would refuse 
to consume food/drink of a stingy person. Only after the camels 
finished, did Eliezer present her with gifts and ask for her identity.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would the Aliyos given out be in the following order: 
Kohen, Levi, Yisroel, Kohen, Levi, Yisroel, Kohen ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When must one say a 3rd Shemona Esrei if the second one was correct ?)  
The Shulchan Aruch (j”ut 108:10) rules that if one neglected to 
daven Mincha on Shabbos day, and says 2 Shemona Esreis for 
Maariv, he should say ub,bbuj v,t only in the first. If he says it 
only in the 2nd he must repeat Shemona Esrei again, leaving it out.   

DIN'S CORNER:  
One should establish a set time and a set place in which to study 
Torah daily. Even if he can only understand a little, he should 
study what he can. If he does not know how to study at all, he 
should still go to a Beis HaMidrash and sit there, as both going to 
and remaining in a Beis HaMidrash are mitzvos. (MB 155:6-7)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Midrash Rabba (Bereshis 63:10) states that a man is 
obligated to teach and train his son until age 13, at which point he 
says the brocho: vz ka uabgn hbrypa lurc. The Lechem Chamudos 
(commentary on the Rosh – Berachos 30:9:9) explains that the 
father was potentially subject to punishment for being remiss in 
his duty to educate his son. Now that his son is Bar Mitzvah, the 
son is responsible for his own conduct, relieving the father of any 
punishment. The Levush HaTecheiles (225:3:2) sees the brocho as 
facing the other way, explaining that based on the Gemara 
(Shabbos 32b), small children are endangered if their parents 
make vows and do not fulfill them. This endangerment ends when 
the child reaches Bar Mitzvah age. If so, shouldn’t the child recite 
the brocho ? The Levush understands that a father would be held 
responsible if his child is punished because of something he, the 
father, caused. At age 13, this automatic reciprocity would come 
to an end. These two explanations for hbrypa lurc would produce 
different results where, for example, a man raises a stepson, or a 
grandson. As he has undertaken to teach and train the child, he 
would be potentially responsible and punishable, and would thus 
qualify according to the Lechem Chamudos to recite the brocho 
when the child reaches 13. However, the unique threat that the 
Levush focuses on only occurs between a biological parent and 
child, and thus would not apply to a stepfather or grandfather.  
The Yalkut (Shmuel 1:140) states that when the sorceress raised 
Shmuel at Shaul’s request, Shmuel took Moshe with him, for fear 
that he was being summoned to be judged, and he wished Moshe 
to testify how he had observed the entire Torah. R’ Yisroel 
Salanter asks: wasn’t Shmuel already judged at the time of his 
Petirah ? He answers that everyone is judged at their Petirah, on 
their own conduct. They may be judged again later on the conduct 
of others, whom they had an obligation to train, but did not. The 
Gemara (Bava Basra 16b) derives from kfc ovrct ,t lrc ‘su 
that Avrohom died before Eisav began to sin, thus relieving 
Avrohom of responsibility for his later conduct.   
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A father came to the Chazon Ish to inquire about a young man for 
Shidduch purposes. When the man asked the Chazon Ish if the bochur 
was a Lamdan, the Chazon Ish replied “There are greater Lamdanim than 
he”. When he asked if the bochur had Yiras Shomayim the reply was 
“There are others with more Yiras Shomayim”. Similar questions were 
asked regarding other attributes of the bochur and the responses were 
the same. The man listened well, and left. A few weeks later, the bochur 
was engaged to this man’s daughter. The father confided to someone 
that he took the Chazon Ish’s responses at face value. Though there 
were undoubtedly many people who were greater Lamdanim, still, this 
bochur also qualified as a Lamdan. “Why shouldn’t I accept him for my 
daughter who is looking for a Lamdan ?” The Chazon Ish himself noted 
that everyone understands what he had said to mean that the bochur 
was in fact, not a Lamdan. But if the Shidduch is meant to be, despite all 
the odds against it happening, then a way will be found.  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Petlin family. 


