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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Sanhedrin 69a) derives from: vrunu rrux ic that 
only a ic can become a ben Sorer Umoreh, but not an ct – one 
old enough to father a child. The Gemara explains that since the 
period in which a boy can be designated as rebellious only lasts 3 
months after he achieved adulthood, he could only be titled “ct” 
during that time via a visible pregnancy, which can occur within 
those 3 months. The Meshech Chochmah notes that when the 
Posuk says: thv vceb otu, appraising a woman’s pledge value, the 
“extra” word thv comes to include a woman who is pregnant, 
even with a male child, who is still to be appraised like every 
other woman, based solely on her own value – thv, adding that 
thv vceb otu could be read “V’Aim Nekaivah Hee” – and a 
mother (who is pregnant) is [nevertheless appraised as] a female. 
Thus, a visibly pregnant woman confers a title of “ct” on the 
father, and “ot” on herself. (R’ Akiva Eiger, Yoreh Deah 87 on 
Shach 14) However, Rashi (Megilah 13a) explains the phrase: 
otu ct vk iht that Esther never had both parents for even one day, 
as her father died when she was conceived, before he could be 
called “father”, and her mother died at childbirth, before she 
could be called “mother”. Apparently, parental titles would seem 
not to be conferred at the same time, motherhood being “granted” 
only upon successful childbirth, unlike the Meshech Chochmah’s 
contention that ot can refer to a pregnant woman. The Rambam 
(ohscg 7:5) rules that one may free his pregnant maidservant, 
retaining ownership of her fetus, but may not free the fetus, 
retaining the maid. The Minchas Mordechai cites the GRaCh who 
explains that the maid, regarding herself, is independent of the 
fetus, even if we abide by the rule: unt lrh rcug (a fetus is a 
mother’s hip, i.e. part of her). However, the fetus can never be 
independent of the mother, and he cannot be freed without freeing 
the mother. Thus, the Meshech Chochmah is correct regarding the 
mother, who achieves her title as the father does, when the 
pregnancy becomes visible. Esther, as a fetus, was unt lrh rcug 
and not independent during the pregnancy. It was only after 
separation at childbirth, from her perspective, that she could have 
viewed her mother as a separate entity, had her mother survived. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Must one stand up for a woman who is Torah-wise or a teacher ?     

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(May one dye his black hair white ?)  
The Taz (s”uh 182:7) cites the Beis Yosef who permits a man 
vkhj,fk to dye dark hair white, even though it may improve him, 
making him appear more distinguished, because no woman would 
consider the same for herself.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
When Lag B’Omer falls on Sunday, Sefirah restrictions are lifted 
immediately after Shabbos. Consequently, it would be improper 
to permit Motzai Shabbos and forbid on Shabbos. As such, one 
may shave before Shabbos ,ca sucfk. (Noda B’Yehudah 1:28) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Shevuos 39a) derives from uhjtc aht ukafu that one 
man will “stumble” (i.e. be punished) because of another’s sins, 
thus confirming vzc vz ohcrg ktrah kf – all Jews are guarantors 
(and responsible) for each other. The Gemara then limits this rule 
to situations where the “guarantor(s)” could have protested and 
possibly prevented the sin from occurring. Certainly, one may not 
assist in the commission of a sin. The Sefer HaEshkol (vyhja 2) 
states that one who is Mechalel Shabbos publicly is deemed like a 
gentile and his contact with wine turns it into Yayin Nesech. As 
such, the Chelkas Yaakov (s”uh 3:49) asks the following: The 
Magen Avrohom (j”ut 521) says that the Chasan and Kallah 
drink from the cup of wine used during the Chupah, to avoid the 
appearance of ipdv hrp truc having been an unnecessary brocho. 
However, if a Chasan and Kallah are Mechalelei Shabbos, how 
can one give them this cup, if in doing so, the wine will become 
Yayin Nesech ? Even if rug hbpk is not transgressed, such as where 
wine is readily available, but surely after the Chasan has taken a 
sip, one should not be permitted to give the cup to the Kallah, 
actually procuring for her Yayin Nesech to drink. The ShaCH 
(s”uh 151:6) rules that there is no obligation to deter a gentile or a 
Mumar from sinning, nor is there a problem of vrhcg rcsk ghhxn 
in dealing with them. Why is there no obligation regarding a 
Mumar under uhjtc aht ukafu ? The Avnei Nezer (s”uh 126) 
explains that it is permitted to lend money to a Mumar at interest, 
based on the Ramban who excludes a Mumar from lhjt, which 
traditionally means ,uumnc lhjt. As such, uhjtc aht ukafu would 
also exclude a Mumar, as it is tied to uhjt, exempting one from 
vzc vz ohcrg as well. The Chelkas Yaakov adds that there should 
certainly be no problem selling wine to a Mumar, who is paying 
more for kosher wine, especially since the 2 reasons to forbid 
gentile wine – avoiding Nisuch and intermarriage, are not issues 
for a Mumar, and his “contamination” is only a xbe (penalty). 
However, there may be a difference between procuring Yayin 
Nesech and actually feeding it (see Magen Avrohom j”ut 163:2). 
The Chelkas Yaakov suggests that if we are involved in a proper 
marriage, reciting all berachos, we certainly need not impose a 
Chumra against intermarriage in the midst of a Halachic marriage.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:   
A Chosid presented his Rebbe, R’ Shmelke of Zvil with a new silken 
Bekeshe. R’ Shmelke eyed the garment and told the Chosid that 
everyone has a personal limit to how much he can enjoy in this world, 
and once he passes that limit, deductions begin to be made from his 
S’char in Olam HaBa. On the other hand, if one channels potential 
enjoyment to serve Hashem, his S’char will be increased in both worlds. 
The Gemara (Kesubos 104a) says that Rebbi, who was a wealthy man, 
raised his 10 fingers skyward and proclaimed that he had not enjoyed 
anything in this world. With such wealth and Kavod surrounding him, 
how could he say that ? It was because he converted everything into a 
vehicle for Avodas Hashem, which brought him additional wealth, which 
he again channeled to Shomayim.  

P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Schmerhold family. 


