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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Chulin 84b) states that one must eat and drink (at a 
cost) less than he can afford, clothe himself according to what he 
can afford, and provide for his wife and children more than he can 
afford, as they are dependent upon him. The Mizrachi notes that 
the Posuk vkvt yhu which says that Avrohom set up his tent, used 
the word vkvt (her tent), because Avrohom extended himself to 
set up Sarah’s tent first, beyond his means. The Gemara (Kesubos 
50a) states that Chazal enacted a Takanah in Usha which 
restricted the amount of money one should spend on mitzvos to 
1/5 of his assets. If so, how could one spend more than his means 
to provide for his wife ? The same question can be asked 
regarding the Gemara (Pesachim 49a) which states that one 
should spend “all that he has” in order to marry the daughter of a 
Talmid Chochom. How are these imperatives, important as they 
may be, greater than Tzedakah or other clear mitzvos in the Torah 
which require only limited expenditure ? A question was raised 
by a man whose son’s Bris was to take place on Friday. Because 
it was a short day, it was difficult to arrange for a Mohel to travel 
to him, and the only ones willing to come wanted an exorbitant 
fee, which the poor father could not afford. If the Bris was pushed 
off to Sunday, he might have been able to secure a Mohel for free. 
How great was his financial obligation to ensure a Bris ubnzc ? 
The Marcheshes (1:43:9) suggests that most mitzvos do not 
require an expenditure of money. Such mitzvos as Tzedaka or 
Pidyon Shevuim do, and if the 1/5 limitation applies to them, it 
certainly applies to all other mitzvos, including the ubnzc aspect of 
a Bris Milah. The i,b ,uruvk (8:86) states that where Chazal made 
statements that one should spend “all that he has”, or more than 
he has, it was only a zurhz – to provoke recognition of its 
importance, and not an actual cuhj to spend money. The Shvus 
Yaakov (on cegh ihg) combines both Chazals, and suggests that 
one spend all that he has on his wife in appreciation of her father 
being a Talmid Chochom. It would seem however, that even if 
taken literally, these are not technically expenditures on mitzvos, 
but rather investments in Torah and ,hc ouka and may be exempt.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When is one obligated to eat food, unless he is a Talmid 
Chochom, or a student of a Talmid Chochom ?          

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When would Ashrei be said twice during Mincha ?)  
The Mishna Berurah (108:13) states that when one davens 
Mincha a 2nd time to make up for a missed Shacharis, he should 
say Ashrei again before beginning the second Shemona Esrei.      

DIN'S CORNER:  
One should cover all one’s tables with a tablecloth from the 
beginning of Shabbos until after Havdalah. Some are accustomed 
to cover the table upon which one will eat with two coverings, so 
that when one shakes out the upper cover after a meal, the table 
will still remain covered. (MB 262:4 and Biur Halacha) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Kidushin 29a) states that a father is obligated to 
provide his son with a Bris Milah, a Pidyan HaBen, Torah 
teaching, a wife, a trade and swimming instructions. A mother is 
not so obligated. Accordingly, the Rambam rules to exempt the 
mother in each of the above cases, except for Bris Milah. Why 
does the Rambam leave it out ? In vkhn ‘kv (1:2) the Rambam 
forbids one from circumcising another’s son without his 
knowledge unless it was in a situation where the father refused, 
and Beis Din stepped in. The Beis Yosef (s”uh 261) explains that it 
is logical that one should not do that which another is obligated 
in. However, the GRA (ibid 261:3) cites the Gemara (Chulin 87a) 
which says that if one snatches away a mitzvah (opportunity) from 
another, he must pay the loser 10 gold pieces, and the Rema (n”uj 
382) gives vkhn as an example. Why did the Beis Yosef ignore this 
clear source in the Gemara and instead, base the Rambam’s 
position on a logical trcx ? The periodical ohrahn (Vol. 1 p.43) 
explains how according to the Rambam, only a father may recite 
the brocho: ubhct ovrct ka u,hrcc uxhbfvk;  Beis Din (if they had 
to step in) may not. The Rambam’s rationale is that the father 
does not simply have vnhse (precedence) over others, but rather 
has an entirely unique mitzvah to give his son a Bris, distinct from 
the mitzvah which would present itself to Beis Din, to see to it that 
no Jew remains an krg. No one else can perform that mitzvah so 
no one else can say the brocho of uxhbfvk. Accordingly, the 
Rambam would not penalize 10 gold pieces for preempting the 
father, since one could never “steal” the father’s mitzvah away, 
and by the same token, any exemption in the Gemara for a 
mother only excludes her from the special mitzvah of the father. 
She would remain however, obligated in the general mitzvah of 
Beis Din to ensure that no Jew remains an krg .  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
During the tragic events of the late 1920’s when many Jews in Chevron 
and elsewhere in Eretz Yisroel were slaughtered k”r by the Arabs, 
reliable rumors circulated that the British had done more than stand idly 
by. As a result, during a social function, when the representative of the 
British Mandate greeted the Chief Rabbi with an extended hand, Rav 
Kook refused to shake it, saying he would not shake a hand that was 
stained with Jewish blood. This slight aroused the Yishuv and at every 
opportunity, arguments raged between those who favored Rav Kook’s 
action and those who did not. One morning, as Rav Kook arrived at a 
Bris,  R’ Meir Shotland stood up and asked “Why do we say tcv lurc 
and stand only when a child is brought in for a Bris, but not when he 
leaves, nor do we say it when a Choson or Bar Mitzvah bochur arrive for 
their Simcha ?“ The arguing ceased for a moment as R’ Meir continued: 
“The answer is that, to our shame, Jews always seem to be impressed 
by  a Goy (krg), falling over each other trying to honor him. That is why 
we extend such sucf to a baby who still has an vkrg. After the Bris 
however, when he is just another full-fledged Jew, his sucf does not 
seem to be so relevant”.      
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. 


