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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Makos 9a) records a Machlokes over the status of 
one who transgresses under the belief that it was permitted to do 
what he did. Rava says that such an r,un rnut is close to shzn 
(intentional) and is liable, while Rav Chisda says he is close to 
xbut (accidental) and Potur. Abaye asks, did not Avimelech ask 
drv, ehsm od hudv, considering himself innocent in the taking of 
Sarah, since he did not know that she was Avrohom’s wife, and 
Hashem did not dispute his statement, thus proving Rav Chisda’s 
position ? Rava replied that from Hashem’s response it is clear 
that it was Avimelech’s lack of Derech Eretz that brought about 
his ignorance of Sarah’s status, and the Gemara concludes that a 
Noachite can be killed for not learning proper behavior. 
Execution for an xbut because of a lack of Derech Eretz ? The 
Magen Avrohom (204:20) asks why the Rema rules that if 
someone is forced by others to eat, he does not recite a brocho, 
whereas one who is forced to eat on Yom Kippur for health 
reasons must recite a brocho. The Oneg Yom Tov (13) answers 
that we see from the Gemara (Bava Basra 47a) that if one is 
forced to sell his property the sale is valid, because every time 
someone sells something, it is considered “against his will”, since 
if he didn’t need the money he wouldn’t sell. Thus, such a self-
imposed xbut is considered iumrc, as the Shulchan Aruch (n”uj 
205:12) codifies. Therefore, on Yom Kippur as well, being forced 
to eat for health reasons is a self-imposed xbut, and he must recite 
a brocho. Similarly, the Ramban (,uxjuhnv ,ucua, 272) ruled that 
a son-in-law who swore he would reside in his father-in-law’s 
city, unless forced out by an xbut, could not cause his own 
government problems, and use them as an excuse to “flee”. Toras 
Chaim explains that Avimelech should have learned Derech Eretz 
from how Avrohom conducted himself with guests, asking them 
in to eat and drink, and not questioning their marital status. As 
such, Avimelech’s claim of xbut is also deemed a self-imposed 
xbut since his lack of Derech Eretz forced Avrohom to describe 
Sarah as his sister, thus bringing about the chain of events.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
May one recite Havdalah over bread, like Kiddush ?           

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When must one eat, unless he is a Talmid Chochom or student of one ?)   
The Mishna Berura (575:3) states that in Eretz Yisroel, if it has 
not yet rained by 17 Cheshvan, the Talmidei Chachomim and 
their good students must begin to fast. Students who have not yet 
reached a sufficient level of knowledge may also fast if they wish, 
but everyone else may not fast, as to do so would give the 
impression of trvuh – false pretense of being a Talmid Chochom.      

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one forgot to say a Brocho Acharona after eating food, he may 
say it until digestion (kufhg) concludes. The sign that digestion has 
concluded is when one feels hungry again. If one is unsure of the 
source of his hunger, he should eat a food that requires the same 
Brocho Acharona and then say it for both. (Chayei Adam 50:23) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Nazir 42b) discusses the law of ihruchjc vtnuy – 
Tum’ah contracted while in contact. This means that if Reuven is 
touching a dead body and Shimon is touching Reuven, and the 
chain extends to Levi who is touching Shimon, the Tum’ah 
contracted by Reuven extends down the chain to Levi. The 
Gemara considers whether this law is Scriptural or Rabbinic, 
whether the Tum’ah it generates at each level is for seven days or 
only one day, whether it applies to forfeit the days of purity that a 
Nazir has counted, and other applications of this Tum’ah. 
However, one thing is clear - even if the severity of Tum’ah 
lessens somewhat as it travels down the chain, the fact that it 
exists at all implies that all are deemed connected to the corpse, at 
the head of the chain. This concept may explain how the Posuk 
states: uh,bc h,a shcu u,at shcu ushc ohabtv uehzjhu – the 
Malochim held Lot’s hand, and the hand of his wife and the 
hand[s] of his 2 daughters. How could the 2 Malochim hold all 
those hands, both physically and Halachically ? It must be that 
they formed a chain whereby the daughters held their mother’s 
hand, who in turn held Lot’s hand, and Lot, by holding the hands 
of the Malochim, connected them all, so they were all deemed to 
be held by the Malochim, as is implied by the word uvuthmuhu – 
and they took him (Lot) out, and not outhmuhu (and they took them 
out). However, if both Malochim were holding a hand of Lot, how 
did Lot hold his wife’s hand ? Rashi (uehzjhu) makes the point that 
the word uehzjhu is plural – both Malochim held the hands, while 
yknv rnthu is singular, because only one Maloch was assigned to 
save Lot. However, the Levush comments that the other Maloch 
could not destroy Sodom until Lot was out of Sodom. It was 
therefore necessary for the destroying Maloch to be involved in 
removing Lot from Sodom. Thus, the destroying Maloch led the 
chain, holding the hand of the saving Maloch, who held Lot’s 
hand, and Lot held his wife’s hand and so forth, until Lot was 
safely out of Sodom, at which point the destroying Maloch let go, 
leaving the saving Maloch to say yknv. As such, both Malochim 
are credited with uehzjhu under the law of ihruchjc vtnuy.  
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A man came before R’ Elimelech of Lizhensk and, claiming to have been 
the Chazan for the Baal Shem Tov, asked to daven for the Amud on 
Friday night. R’ Elimelech was generally not interested in cantorial 
Tefilos as they tended to disturb his ability to concentrate, but R’ 
Elimelech’s son urged him to make an exception. As the Chazan began, 
R’ Elimelech was overcome with feelings of spirituality, and imagined 
that what he was listening to was similar to the sounds of singing in 
Heaven. At one point, R’ Elimelech feared that he could no longer 
continue safely to remain at this level, and he motioned for the Chazan 
to step away from the Amud. After Shabbos, R’ Elimelech asked the 
Chazan how he had achieved such sanctity in his Tefilos, and the Chazan 
replied that years before, he had complained to the Baal Shem Tov that 
he had no Parnasah. The Baal Shem Tov told him to become a Chazan. 
“But I can’t sing” he said. The Baal Shem Tov assured him with a brocho 
that he would “connect” him what he would need to be a successful 
Chazan, but warned him that one day, he would be asked to step away 
from the Amud, and he should know that this meant it would be his last 
time. The Chazan soon became ill, and shortly after, passed away. 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. 


