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IMPORTANCE OF ....   
The Gemara (Sanhedrin 6b) states that a judge may not arbitrate a 
compromise (vrap) to resolve a dispute, as it suggests that the 
compromise is a ‘better’ resolution than the Torah’s laws would 
have produced. One who does so is called a tyuj (sinner) and one 
who praises such a judge has committed blasphemy, as the Posuk 
says: ‘s .gb lrc gmcu [one who] blessed a compromiser [has] 
blasphemed Hashem. (R’ Eliezer applies this Posuk to a thief who 
stole wheat, used it to bake bread and wishes to recite a brocho 
over it. Such a brocho would be blasphemous.) But R’ Meir limits 
the negative characterization of a compromiser to Yehudah, who 
said to his brothers: ubhjt ,t drvb hf gmc vn – what [would we] 
gain by killing our brother ? and then recommended selling 
Yosef. Yehudah is criticized for this ‘compromise’, and anyone 
who praises him for it has committed blasphemy. Thus, R’ Meir 
sees no problem with a judge arbitrating a judicial compromise 
and R’ Yehoshua says that it is in fact a mitzvah to do so. What of 
the argument that it is an insult to the Torah’s laws ?  The Shvus 
Yaakov (2:145) held that where two disputants agreed to a 
compromise that was “ihsk cure” (close to the Halacha), this could 
be accomplished by a discount of no more than 1/3, i.e. if the 
amount in dispute was $300, then the defendant should pay $200. 
This is based on a number of sources, one of which is to emulate 
Hashem who is willing to forgive a third of Bnei Yisroel’s sins 
automatically on Erev Rosh HaShanah (see Tur j”ut 581). Thus, 
the honor of the Torah’s laws is still preserved, and both parties 
may agree to it.  This may also be the basis for the ,umrt ‘s ,be, 
(the edict applicable to four European lands) in the area of 
Shidduchim, where promises were made (e.g. dowry) and one 
party is unable to fully comply. The edict states that as long as 
that party still pays 2/3 of his original undertaking, he will not be 
penalized. Some Poskim (see Divrei Chaim s”uh 1:42) hold that 
the other party may not withdraw, and may in fact be forced to 
consummate the deal as long as the 2/3 is paid.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would one proceed to light Chanukah Licht, under all 
appropriate conditions, but without reciting a brocho ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When is it better to sell something to someone who already has it ?)  
The Mishpat Kohen (68), in discussing the Issur of obj, tk says 
that it is less of an Issur to sell property in Eretz Yisroel to a non-
Jew when he already owns property in Eretz Yisroel, than if one 
sells to a non-Jew who does not own any.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
One is not tmuh the mitzvah of lighting Chanukah candles with an 
electric Menorah. If he has nothing else, he should light it without 
a brocho, and hope that later he will find a proper wick and oil. 
The Shul Menorah may also not be electric. If one cannot light 
himself and must say the brocho of vturv, he may not do so on an 
electric Menorah.  (Yechave Daas 4:38).  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Pesachim 49a) states that a Talmid Chochom may 
not partake of a meal that is not a Seudas Mitzvah, such as the 
wedding meal for the daughter of a Talmid Chochom who marries 
an Am HaAretz. The Mordechai (604) notes that for this reason, at 
such a Chasunah, we are accustomed to sing songs and praises to 
Hashem to qualify the meal as a Seudas Mitzvah, unlike other 
non-mitzvah meals of ,ughrn (friendship) or Chanukah meals, 
which would not qualify. One might ask, are there not already 
praises in place for every wedding meal in the Sheva Berachos ? 
If these are insufficient, and specific ,ujca,u ,urha are needed, 
why wouldn’t a Chanukah meal qualify, as rum zugn and other 
songs of praise are specifically designated ? The Chavos Yair (70) 
suggests that the Sheva Berachos themselves cannot turn a meal 
into a Seudas Mitzvah, coming as they do after the meal was 
concluded, and established as a requirement by the Gemara, 
rather than a spontaneous expression of joy. Specific additional 
songs are necessary. In the same way, rum zugn is also not 
connected to the meal, as it is sung before the meal (connected to 
the candle-lighting) and it is also based on an established custom. 
It is therefore incapable of turning a meal into a Seudas Mitzvah. 
A man once vowed that he would not eat from a Seudas Reshus (a 
non-mitzvah meal) but he was constantly invited to meals with 
Gedolim and Talmidei Chachomim. The Chavos Yair held that the 
above distinction also applied to the Gemara (Berachos 64a) 
which says that if one partakes of a meal where a Talmid 
Chochom is present it is as if he has enjoyed the presence of the 
Shechinah. This, by itself however, does not render every meal 
where a Talmid Chochom is present a Seudas Mitzvah since even 
if he discusses Torah, he would have done so as well without the 
meal. Only if the meal causes the Torah to be discussed (such as 
in the case of a Bar Mitzvah boy’s Drasha), do we say that the 
Torah turns the meal into a Seudas Mitzvah. As such, he would 
not be permitted to eat with  them.   

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
During World War II, the residents of Yerushalayim suffered from 
serious starvation. There was a wealthy man who helped many people, 
lending them money with which to feed their families and survive the 
difficult time. R’ Aryeh Levin’s situation was also desperate, and so he 
approached the wealthy man for a loan, but was refused. When R’ Aryeh 
asked him why, the man explained that he lent money to everyone else 
because if he didn’t, they would harbor a grudge against him, which he 
preferred to avoid. “But you R’ Aryeh, I know that even if I don’t lend 
you the money, you will never harbor a grudge against me, so I’m not 
afraid to refuse you”. R’ Aryeh returned home and complained to his 
wife how unfair it was that just because he was able to suppress 
negative thoughts, his children would have to suffer from the scarcity of 
food. His wife replied: “Aryeh, you are missing the point. You know that 
the wealthy man has no real reason to refuse you. He has benefited 
many times from your favors and just last week he saw how you went to 
him with difficulty to return something he had lost. The only reason he 
has inexplicably refused you is because ohna has decreed that your 
assistance will come from another source. Wait for that opportunity !” 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos is sponsored by the Sternberg family. 


