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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Yevamos 16a) says that the Chachomim wished to 
verify if R' Dosa had ruled to permit Yibum (levirate marriage) 
with a ,cv ,rm (the co-wife of a Yavam's daughter) to his other 
brothers.  R' Yehoshua said he would ask him. The Chachomim 
advised him to take R' Elazar b. Azaryah and R' Akiva along. 
When they arrived, R' Dosa (at R' Yehoshua's urging) asked first 
R' Elazar to sit, commenting on how he knew R' Elazar's father, 
and then asked R' Akiva to sit, commenting on how R' Akiva's 
fame had spread all over the world. The vnak vru, (499) derives 
from here that in matters of honor, such as priority in receiving an 
Aliyah or in signing a document, the senior or greater Talmid 
Chochom must defer to one with greater Yichus (lineage), since 
we see that R' Elazar b. Azaryah, who traced his ancestry back to 
Ezra, was shown precedence over R' Akiva, who was by far his 
senior and a greater Talmid Chochom. However, the Gemara 
(Berachos 27b) describes how R' Gamliel was removed from his 
position as Nasi and when the Chachomim were considering 
candidates to replace him, R' Akiva's name came up earlier, 
before they finally considered and settled on R' Elazar b. Azaryah. 
Should not R' Elazar have been considered first ? The answer is 
that the position of Nasi was not simply a position of honor but 
also required scholastic expertise. As such, the position had to be 
given to the greatest scholar available which is why R' Akiva was 
considered first. Throughout the planning and construction of the 
ifan, Betzalel's name, that of his father, grandfather and tribe are 
always mentioned first, followed by the names of Ahaliav, his 
father and tribe (but not his grandfather).  R' Shimon Schwab 
ZT"L notes that Betzalel, descending from Chur and Yehudah, 
had greater Yichus than Ahaliav's tribe, Dan, which was the 
,ubjnv kfk ;xtn (last in camp formation). Though both were 
equally inexperienced architects, Betzalel is always named first.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
The Rambam (vchbd 9:7) allows a homeowner to defend himself 
against a burglar with deadly force. When may the homeowner 
not resist against any burglar, but others may kill him ?         

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:   
(Where may one only eat bread and beans ?)  
The Magen Avraham (j”ut 151:5) cites the SMaK who says that 
one may only eat a Seudah in a Beis HaKnesses if it is a Seudas 
Mitzvah such as one which will not generate atr ,uke, since only  
bread and beans are served.   
DIN'S CORNER:  
Those who listen to the Kiddush of another on Shabbos day and 
intend to be tmuh with it should not speak until after the Kiddush-
sayer finishes the brocho and tastes even a small amount of the 
wine (scghsc). The same rule would apply to Havdalah. However, 
with regard to Kiddush on Friday night, one must wait additional 
time until the Kiddush-sayer has swallowed uhnduk tukn (a 
cheekful), which is really the obligatory amount vkhj,fk in every 
case, but is cfgn only Friday night. (Teshuvos V’Hanhagos 4:70) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Bava Metzia 112a) asks if the laws of ihk, kc  
which require that an employee be paid for his work on the day 
that he works, apply also to a contractor (Kablan) who is paid for 
the job and not for the hour or day. The Gemara elaborates, 
suggesting that when a craftsman takes raw material and produces 
a finished product, the craftsman "acquires" the improvement to 
some degree, by virtue of his labor, and therefore when the 
craftsman delivers the product to his customer, he is in essence 
"selling" it to the customer who pays for it according to the 
agreed-upon price for his labor. If so, the Kablan/craftsman may 
be viewed as a lender, whose money is sitting with the customer 
until he pays for the finished product.  Or, if we do not subscribe 
to the rule that a craftsman acquires some ownership in the 
improved item, then the customer's payment is nothing more than 
payment for labor, in which case the rules of ihk, kc  should 
apply equally to him.  The Acharonim disagree on how this rule 
can be implemented. The Ketzos (306:3) cites the Terumas 
HaDeshen who holds that the craftsman acquires ownership in the 
improvement only, but not in the main body of the product. The 
Nesivos (306:2) sides with the  Maharash HaLevi who holds that 
the craftsman acquires partial ownership in the product, up to the 
value of the improvement. However, the Ketzos adds his own 
Chidush,  that if  the craftsman did not charge a fee for his labor, 
but rather donated his services for free, then clearly he does not 
acquire any ownership in the product or its improvement. The 
Pardes Yosef notes that the Posuk states:  ktrah hbc kf uaghu, 
referring to how Bnei Yisroel built the Mishkan. Wasn’t it really 
Betzalel’s and Ahaliav’s group who did so ? Did they not have 
some ownership in their finished product ? However, with the 
Ketzos’ Chidush, Betzalel and Ahaliav did not acquire anything 
when donating their services to the building of the Mishkan, and 
were merely acting as Shluchim for Bnei Yisroel.  As such, the 
Posuk is correct in attributing the construction to Bnei Yisroel.   
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A yeshiva sits in the middle of Moscow, where many enter the  yeshiva 
with no or little Torah knowledge, and emerge later as Bnei Torah. One 
day, a young man whose name was Boris entered the yeshiva and sat 
down on a bench. He did not open a Sefer and did not engage anyone 
in any conversation. He just sat, day after day. When asked about his 
intentions, he remained silent. One day, the Rosh Yeshiva approached 
him and requested that he move, as there were not enough seats for 
those who studied there. Boris responded “Before you throw me out, 
please listen to my story. A few months ago, I was sitting in a coffee 
shop, when suddenly the place was surrounded by police, and everyone 
was taken away to jail. I sat in jail for weeks without knowing why, and 
finally, after 2 months someone told me that there were some people in 
the coffee house that morning who were wanted by the KGB. Out of 
suspicion that some others might be associated, everyone was taken 
away. Now that I knew what had happened, I was able to convince a 
judge of my innocence and was set free. Realizing that I had sat in 
prison for simply sitting near criminals, I decided to follow my 
grandfather’s advice which was always: ubfak cuy ehsmk cuy, and sit 
near righteous and learned people here in the yeshiva. Although I don’t 
understand what they are saying, I believe it can only be good for me”. 
P.S. Shalosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. 


