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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Shulchan Aruch (s”uh 240:24) rules that one is obligated to 
give Kavod to his father-in-law, but the ShaCh cites the BaCh 
who says that the Kavod to be shown is what one generally shows 
to elders. The B’Tzeil HaChochmah (1:69) suggests as a source, 
the Gemara (Pesachim 51a) where one Tanna prohibits a man 
from bathing together with his father, father-in-law, stepfather 
and brother-in-law, but R’ Yehuda permits him to bathe with his 
father as Kavod obligates him to attend to his father’s needs. 
Since this permit did not extend to his father-in-law, clearly the 
degree of Kavod owed to a father-in-law is less. Yet, the Mechilta 
derives from Moshe’s respectful conduct towards Yisro that one 
should show appropriate Kavod to a father-in-law. The Tur (240) 
obligates such Kavod but brings as a source, the Posuk (Shmuel 
1:4:22) vtr od vtr hctu where Dovid refers to his father-in-law 
Shaul as a father, equating the degrees of Kavod. Why did the Tur 
not bring a source from Moshe ? The Mechilta brings a 
Machlokes regarding the Posuk which states that Yisro brought 
with him, Moshe’s wife Tziporah vhjuka rjt – after he had sent 
her away. R’ Eliezer HaModii says this refers to when Moshe and 
Tziporah approached Egypt, and met Aharon who urged Moshe to 
send Tziporah back to Midian, as there were enough of Bnei 
Yisroel under servitude. R’ Yehoshua says vhjuka rjt refers to 
Moshe having divorced Tziporah (vjkau) before returning to 
Egypt. Thus, Moshe’s conduct towards Yisro can only be called 
uhnj sucf according to R’ Eliezer. According to R’ Yehoshua 
however, Yisro was not Moshe’s father-in-law when he arrived, 
so Moshe’s Kavod towards him was as the Bach described – that 
shown to elders. As such, the Tur may have felt that the Posuk 
concerning Dovid was a more appropriate source for uhnj sucf.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
One who does not conduct himself according to Rabbeinu Tam’s 
definition of vghea, but he does wear Rabbeinu Tam’s Tefillin, 
may he wear those Tefillin according to Rabbeinu Tam’s inz ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(How is one tmuh Shemona Esrei if he did not have vbuf in the first brocho ?)  
The Steipler (cegh ,ukhve Berachos 27) notes that although there 
are different versions in the Gemara regarding which berachos 
must be said with Kavanah, one who did not have Kavanah 
during the first brocho (Avos) should be careful to say Modim 
with Kavanah and be tmuh thereby according to most Poskim.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one dreamt a dream and he is disturbed by it, even if it was 
nonsense, he may fast in order to nullify any impact that he fears 
it might have, and he should do Teshuvah as well. He should fast 
the very next morning, even if it is Shabbos. Alternatively, he 
may gather three people that are fond of him, and say to them that 
he saw a “good” dream, to which they respond that it was good, 
and it should be good. They should say this 3 times and then tell 
the dreamer to go eat and drink with joy. It is a mitzvah to be in 
the group of 3 to relieve the dreamer of anxiety. (MB 220:1-6) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Bava Metzia 30b) brings R’ Yosef’s Drasha from 
the Posuk: …vc ufkh lrsv ,t ovk ,gsuvu where ovk ,gsuvu is an 
instruction to notify Bnei Yisroel of their obligation to provide 
Parnasah for their families; lrsv ,t refers to performing Chesed; 
ufkh refers to Bikur Cholim; vc is an obligation to bury the dead, 
etc.. The Ramban (Sefer HaMitzvos) notes that an actual 
obligation could not be derived from Yisro’s advice to Moshe, 
which was given within the context of Yisro’s criticism of Moshe 
sitting all day judging disputes. If Bnei Yisroel were busily 
engaged in  Parnasah, Chesed etc.. activities, there would be far 
less disputes for Moshe to adjudicate. The Rambam (Avos 4:5) 
states that R’ Yosef himself, author of the above Drasha, worked 
hard transporting lumber, and that we do not find in Chazal that 
Chachomim would request funding support from anyone, not for 
themselves, their Yeshivos, Dayanim, Marbitzei Torah etc… a”g. 
However, the Gemara (Gittin 67b) states that it was R’ Sheishes 
who transported lumber, while R’ Yosef worked at grinding a 
mill. As Rashi explains, they were engaged in these activities in 
order to perspire, and drive out a fever. The Gemara (Horios 14b) 
states that R’ Yosef assumed the role of Rosh Yeshiva in 
Pumbedisa after Rabba’s death. Rabbeinu Chananel states that 
when R’ Gamliel was removed as Nasi, and the Chachomim 
selected R’ Elazar b. Azaryeh to replace him, they did not select 
R’ Eliezer b. Hyrkanus who was much greater, because he was 
very old, and the Rambam (Sanhedrin 2:3) rules that an aged 
person is ineligible to be on the Sanhedrin. If so, would not R’ 
Yosef have also been ineligible for the role of Rosh Yeshiva, due 
to his age ? The Birkas Aharon (220:2) points out that R’ Akiva 
was not chosen as Nasi because he did not have Yichus, and the 
fact that he was bald (a disqualifying blemish for a Kohen) was 
not considered, because he wasn’t completely bald. If so, only 
one who is a dkpun iez would likewise be disqualified for age. 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R’ Yaakov Galinsky was once entertaining the guests at a Chasunah, 
where he told them that they should realize that he was greater than the 
Gaon R’ Chaim Kanievsky. The audience looked at him quizzically so he 
added “I’m serious, and I will prove it to you”. He then proceeded to 
relate how he had been present 15 months before when R’ Chaim had 
made a Siyum on Shas Bavli and Yerushalmi. “I raised up a cup of wine 
and said to R’ Chaim: ‘L’Chaim – you should be vfuz to make another 
Siyum next year !’, to which R’ Chaim replied ‘Amein, and the same to 
you !’. I want you to know that my brocho to R’ Chaim was fulfilled 
while his to me was not, so am I not greater ?!” As the guests chuckled, 
R’ Yaakov continued “Obviously it is because R’ Chaim learned and I did 
not. If one does not learn, of what use are all the berachos ? The same is 
true in other areas as well. Many people, especially newlyweds, seek a 
brocho for Shalom Bayis and such berachos are freely given with 
sincerity. But what do those who receive such berachos do to preserve 
Shalom Bayis ? How much do they think about their spouse’s feelings ? 
How much are they willing to be Mevater (give in) ? Without such an 
attitude, of what use are all the berachos ?” 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos is sponsored by the Redlich family.  


