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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Sanhedrin 107a) relates that after Avshalom 
rebelled against Dovid, Chushai asked Dovid why he had married 
Avshalom’s mother, who had been captured in war as a Yefas 
Toar. Dovid replied that the Torah permitted it. Chushai pointed 
out (and Dovid should have realized) that the Torah places the 
laws of a Ben Sorer U’Moreh closely following the laws of a 
Yefas Toar, connecting the two, to illustrate that one who takes a 
Yefas Toar will end up with a rebellious son from her. The 
Gemara (Kidushin 21b) describes how taking a Yefas Toar “gives 
in” to ones Yetzer HoRa, and analogizes it to one who rushes to 
Shecht a dying animal so that he may eat it legally after a proper 
Shechitah, rather than eat from it as a Neveilah, after it died from 
its illness. Rashi comments that it is better to eat from such meat 
after proper Shechitah, although it is repugnant to do so. 
Accordingly, the Shulchan Aruch (vgs vruh 17:3) states on this 
subject that “ohnfj hkusd” would not eat from such a Shechitah, 
although there is no Issur to do so, and that whoever wished to be 
Machmir is to be praised. However, if eating such meat and 
taking a Yefas Toar are similar in that they are both permitted but 
not recommended, why is one punished with a Ben Sorer 
U’Moreh in one case, and simply excluded from the category of 
“ohnfj hkusd” and/or Machmirim in the other ? The Mital 
HaShomayim suggests that having a Ben Sorer U’Moreh is not a 
punishment for having married a Yefas Toar, but is rather a 
consequence based on the rule of vsn sdbf vsn. One who takes a 
Yefas Toar has ignored the mitzvah of uhv, ohause whereby the 
Torah commands that one engage in that which is permitted to 
him, with sanctity. Certainly many marriage arrangements are 
permitted, but it is clear that the Heter of a Yefas Toar is to satisfy 
an unsanctified desire. As such, the consequential birth of a Ben 
Sorer U’Moreh, whom the Torah describes as a tcuxu kkuz (a 
glutton) which is also behavior that is technically permitted, but 
certainly not consistent with uhv, ohause, is a natural result.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If one wishes to help, whom should one assist first: a man whose 
wife wants money to accept a Get from him, or a woman whose 
husband wants money to give her a Get ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When could Hashovas Aveidah of a Muktza item be done on Shabbos ? )  
The Chasam Sofer (j”ut 82) rules that one may not transgress 
Muktza to return a lost item, since the owner himself is prohibited 
from moving it. However, if (e.g.) one sees another person’s lost 
animal, he may yell at it, causing the animal to return to its owner.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
One is permitted to walk (but not hurriedly) over grass on 
Shabbos despite the possibility that some blades may be uprooted 
thereby. However, one who is eating over grass must be careful 
not to drip any enriching liquid onto the grass as this would 
constitute both gruz and possibly aruj. (MB 336:25-26) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Rambam (,utuen 1:9) states: vbudn vz hrv vuenc ohhngp kcuyv – 
immersing oneself twice in the Mikveh is disgraceful. Although 
this certainly cannot apply to the Kohen Gadol who immersed 
five times during the Avodah of Yom Kippur, it can raise a 
question regarding all those who immerse annually on Erev Yom 
Kippur. The Mishna Berurah (606:21) cites an opinion that 
recommends one immerse three times on Erev Yom Kippur, and 
the Machatzis HaShekel cites the SHLaH who brings opinions 
that recommend fourteen times and among Chasidim, thirty nine 
times. The Rambam (vtnuyv ,uct 6:16) lists several instances 
where someone, in a Mikveh, touches objects that are Tomay, 
which result in his becoming Tomay, and it is only when he 
emerges from the Mikveh that he becomes Tahor. The Kesef 
Mishna cites, as a source, a Beraisa in Machshirin (2:7) which 
states as much, that within the Mikveh he is still Tomay, and only 
upon coming out does he become Tahor. The HaDrash V’HaIyun 
suggests that the Rambam was therefore speaking about one who 
completed his immersion, came out of the Mikveh completely 
Tahor, and then went back in. Since an onlooker might suspect 
that he is immersing a second time for the enjoyment of a cool (or 
hot) Mikveh, the Rambam deems that disgraceful. However, the 
multi-immersions on Erev Yom Kippur are fulfilled merely by a 
limb or a finger emerging momentarily from the water, and then 
going back in, to add to the count. As long as he has not come 
completely out of the Mikveh, he is still engaged, for purposes of 
the Rambam, in one Tevilah. This would also seem to explain the 
opinion of the SHLaH, cited by the Be’er Heiteiv (vgs vruh 200:1) 
who recommends to “vagn habt” that they advise their wives to 
first immerse, then to recite the brocho, and then to immerse 
again. Since they are in the Mikveh the entire time, it is 
considered to be one Tevilah, and thus does not constitute a 
second Tevilah which the Rambam deems vbudn.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
When R’ Yaakov Galinsky traveled to the United States for the first time 
to collect money for yeshivos in Eretz Yisroel, he visited the Satmar 
Rebbe ZTL and asked for a brocho. The Rebbe asked what he wanted 
and R’ Yaakov said he wanted a brocho that he should be Matzliach in 
strengthening the Mosdos HaTorah in Eretz Yisroel. The Rebbe turned 
to his Gabbai and instructed him to give R’ Yaakov $1,000. R’ Yaakov 
said he only came for a brocho, not money, but the Rebbe said that a 
brocho cannot rest upon an empty vessel. R’ Yaakov left and later visited 
a wealthy Satmar Chasid who wanted to know if the Mosdos HaTorah 
that he was collecting for received assistance from the Israeli 
government. R’ Yaakov said that they received a very small amount, 
barely ¼ of their budget. “If so”, the Chasid said, “as a Satmar Chasid I 
am not permitted to give to Mosdos who take money from the 
Medinah”. When R’ Yaakov informed him that the Rebbe himself had 
given $1,000, the man replied “The Rebbe is allowed to make an 
exception to his own ruling, but I am not”. R’ Yaakov said to him “I 
would not tempt you to violate your Rebbe’s ruling if you follow his 
every ruling completely. But if you make some exceptions, then your 
response is merely a dodge”. The Chasid smiled and gave him $500.  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos is sponsored by the Sternberg family.  


