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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Nedarim 81a) asks: why is it not common for the 
children of Talmidei Chachomim to be Talmidei Chachomim 
themselves ? Ravina says vkhj, vru,c ihfrcn ihta – because they 
do not recite Torah berachos first. The ohrpt ,ukkug explains that 
those Talmidei Chachomim who learn Torah Lishmah bless their 
children initially that they become Talmidei Chachomim, and then 
bless them with wealth etc… Those who do not learn Lishmah 
would bless their children with wealth first, and afterwards with 
Torah. Since they do not recite the Torah brocho first, their 
children do not become Talmidei Chachomim. If so, why does the 
Midrash (Naso 11:5) expound on the Birchas Kohen as follows:  
vru, rutn – ‘s rth; r”vmhn - lrnahu; iunnc - ‘s lfrch, placing 
wealth first and Torah last ? The Rambam (,ugs 5:11) states that 
an intelligent person prepares a livelihood for himself  first, and 
then marries. The Gemara (Kidushin 29b) discusses whether one 
should devote oneself to Torah study before or after marriage. 
Shmuel advises one to marry first, to clear one’s mind for study, 
and R’ Yochanan advocates studying first, free from family 
responsibilities. The Gemara concludes: uvk tvu ik tv – this is 
for us, and that is for them. The Rishonim interpret this in many 
ways, referring one to Bavel and the other to Eretz Yisroel. The 
above Midrash would seem to follow Shmuel, where one marries 
first (after arranging Parnasah – see Rambam) in the Posuk’s 
order: lfrch (Parnasah) followed by lrnahu (a wife deters the 
Yetzer HoRa) followed by rth (Torah study). This is why the 
Birchas Kohen is arranged in this order, blessing Klal Yisroel first 
with Parnasah, and then with the light of Torah study. However, 
a Talmid Chochom who is on the level of Torah Lishmah, may 
first bless his children earnestly that they study Torah without 
family distraction, and become Talmidei Chachomim thereby, 
before concerns of Parnasah and marriage overcome them. This 
may be yet another Pshat in uvk tvu ik tv. Blessing others, as the 
Kohen does is uvk – for others; what one wishes for himself and 
his family is ik tv, where Torah always comes first. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Why don’t we eat meat during Sholosh Seudos, like at the first 2 ?    

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(How many months is Shanah Rishonah in a leap year?)  
The Divrei Yatziv (z”gvt 85) understands the Rambam to 
distinguish between the exemption of a newly married man from 
the army and communal duties for 12 months, while his 
obligation of u,at ,t jnau lasts for the full year – 13 months.    

DIN'S CORNER:  
Slices of bread that were left over at the end of a meat meal may 
not be eaten with dairy, and vice-versa. This applies to actual 
slices that were intended to be eaten, and certainly to those slices 
that were partially eaten. If the slices came from a large loaf that 
was not at the table or intended to be, the rest of that loaf remains 
pareve. It is recommended that sufficient slices be cut at a meal’s 
beginning, when the hands are still clean. (Igros Moshe  s”uh 1:38) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Berachos 61a) states that Adam and Chava were 
originally created together, with 2 visages, joined back to back, as 
indicated by the Posuk: hb,rm oseu rujt. The Gemara asserts that 
Adam was in “front”, since a man is not permitted to walk behind 
a woman, even his wife, but instead must walk in front, or at least 
parallel to her. Avos D’R’ Nasan (2:2) states that this is based on 
the Posuk: vurg … ucre, tk. The Be’er Heitev (z”gvt 21:2) cites a 
Machlokes over whether this restriction is limited to a distance of 
4 Amos, or one’s eyesight, both opinions agreeing that the Issur 
applies even where women are modestly dressed. The SHLaH (1: 
,uh,utv rga) derives from the above Gemara that the restriction 
applies even to a blind man, since it applied to Adam, who was 
facing away from (and could not see) Chava. The SHLaH held 
that even knowing, without seeing, that a woman was walking in 
front of him would have the negative effect sought to be avoided. 
The Yalkut Shimoni (,ur 3) notes that when Rus returned from 
Boaz’s field, the Posuk says: rhgv tchu (and he came to the city) 
instead of rhgv tc,u (and she came to the city). This teaches us 
that Boaz followed behind her until she reached the city. How 
could Boaz walk behind her ? Certainly, he could have been more 
than 4 Amos away, but according to the Radvaz, if he could see 
her walking, he should not have been behind her. The Midrash 
Rabbah (,ur 7:3) adds that Boaz followed her to the city to 
protect her from the local young men. Not to do so, for ucre, tk 
reasons, would render Boaz a vyua shxj – one who refuses to 
save a drowning woman because it would entail looking at and 
contacting her (Sotah 21b). However, could not Boaz have 
accompanied her, walking side-by-side, which is in compliance 
with the restriction ? Perhaps, in light of Boaz’s concern that no 
one discover there had been a woman in the granaries overnight, 
he did not wish to convey a form of familiarity with Rus that 
walking side-by-side might suggest. Such seems to have been the 
theory of the MaHarzav, who explained that Boaz’s action was 
eujrn vrnak - to guard her from a distance, teus.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:   
A Shliach from Eretz Yisroel was staying in the home of a wealthy 
Spanish Jew. The Shliach saw that his host’s daily routine did not involve 
his Talis or Tefillin nor include davening at all.  Due to the wealthy man’s 
prominence in the community, the Shliach was reluctant to speak with 
him about this. However, the host possessed a small silver goblet, which 
was very precious to him. He would drink from this goblet every night, 
and then immediately lock it away until the next day. On the last night of 
the Shliach’s stay, he managed to distract the host long enough to 
pocket the goblet. Later, he placed it with the host’s Talis. Returning a 
few months later, he noticed the goblet was “missing” and inquired after 
it. The host replied that he hadn’t seen it since the Shliach was last there, 
and he wanted a Cherem placed on anyone involved in the theft. The 
Shliach said that he would help him to arrange it in Shul the next 
morning. Upon removing his Talis in Shul, the goblet fell out. The host, 
shocked by the “miracle”, vowed to do Teshuvah  and daven  everyday.   

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


