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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Mishna (Bava Metzia 33a) states that if one’s father and one’s 
Rebbi are being held captive, he is to ransom his Rebbi first. The 
Gemara cites 3 opinions regarding who qualifies as one’s Rebbi. 
R’ Meir says it is the one who taught him Gemara – not Chumash 
or Mishna; R’ Yehuda says it is the one who taught him most of 
what he knows (even if Chumash or Mishna); R’ Yosi says, even 
if he taught him one Mishna, he is considered his Rebbi. 
Rabbeinu Chananel (RaCH) and the Ravya rule according to R’ 
Yosi’s definition. However, the Rambam (vru, sunk, 5) lists all 
the rules relevant to one’s obligations of Kavod toward one’s 
Rebbi,  adding that they only apply to one’s evcun hcr – his main 
teacher, which follows the opinion of R’ Yehuda. Many other 
Rishonim agree, but they make an exception for the  obligation 
that upon hearing of the death of one’s Rebbi, one must tear one’s 
clothing and not mend it. This is extended even to one’s Rebbi 
according to the RaCH and Ravya (R’ Yosi’s definition). Why is 
this different ? The MaHarik (169) opines that R’ Yosi never 
intended that his definition of a Rebbi would obligate one in all 
the duties listed by the Rambam, based on the Gemara (Sanhedrin 
110a) which states: ucr og vchrn vaugv kf - one who quarrels with 
his Rebbi is deemed to be quarreling with Hashem, derived from: 
‘s ,t ktrah hbc ucr rat vchrn hn vnv – although Bnei Yisroel were 
quarreling with Moshe, the Posuk states that they quarreled with 
Hashem. Since there is no doubt that Moshe was the evcun hcr of 
all Bnei Yisroel, the definition of Rebbi must equate to Moshe’s 
status, which follows R’ Yehuda’s definition as the one who 
taught him most of his knowledge. However, tearing one’s 
clothing at hearing of the Rebbi’s death is stated in the Gemara 
(Moed Katan 26a) as applicable to a Rebbi who taught one 
Chochmah. This is derived from Elisha HaNavi who referred to 
Eliyahu HaNavi as uharpu ktrah cfr hct hct. The MaHarik notes 
that if uharpu ktrah cfr referred only to evcun hcr it should have 
been stated before hct hct since a evcun hcr takes precedence over 
one’s father. It must therefore refer even to a Rebbi who taught 
him something, as R’ Yosi held.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would a Kohen be called up for an Aliyah, and told he had 
to stand there and wait until after someone else’s Aliyah ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(What is forbidden in one’s own property but permitted in another’s ?)  
The Mishna Berurah (336:27) cites those who permit one to eat 
and wash one’s hands on Shabbos in someone else’s garden, as it 
is a vhk tjhb tks tahr ehxp. See also Sheviis (3:6) for activities 
during Shemitah that may be performed on another’s property. 

DIN'S CORNER:  
During Havdalah, the Mavdil may be thmun the young children 
with his smelling the Besamim, but cannot be thmun adults. (MB 
197:13) However, for the Ner, after  the Mavdil was tmuh, he 
cannot be thmun even the small children. (Chazon Ish j”ut 35:7) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Chulin 60b) explains that Bnei Yisroel were 
permitted to conquer the Moav city of Cheshbon despite the 
prohibition of: ctun ,t rm, kt, because Sichon, king of Emori 
had conquered it, thus “kashering” it and turning it into an 
Emorite city (ijhx rhg iucaj hf), enabling Bnei Yisroel to take it. 
The same kashering took place when Sichon captured the areas of 
Arnon and Yabok from the nation of Ammon. The Meforshim 
question why the Torah then proceeds to describe how Bilaam 
cursed Moav to assist Sichon, resulting in the capture of the Moav 
daughters (,hcac uh,ubcu). The Gemara (Sanhedrin 57a) states that 
a gentile soldier who conquers another gentile city may not take a 
gentile woman there as a Yefas Toar. The Gemara (ibid 59a) asks, 
how can something which is permitted to a Jew be prohibited to a 
gentile ? and answers that Yefas Toar gets triggered as the result 
of auchf (conquering) which is unique to Bnei Yisroel. One gentile 
cannot conquer another, so the possibility of Yefas Toar would 
never arise. However, if it were so that one gentile cannot 
conquer another, how did the above kashering take place, to 
remove the Moav and Ammon areas from their national 
ownership and place them in the hands of Sichon ? The Chasam 
Sofer suggests that for this reason, the Torah tells us that Sichon 
was unable to conquer the lands of Moav and Ammon, and he 
was forced to hire Bilaam to curse them to facilitate a successful 
capture. Bilaam’s curse included the consequence of ,hcac uh,ubcu 
which indicates that Sichon’s conquest of Moav included the 
capture of Moav’s daughters, ostensibly under the rules of Yefas 
Toar, which would only work if Sichon actually conquered Moav. 
As such, the Gemara which states that one gentile cannot conquer 
another may refer to standard military conquests, whereas the 
kashering conquests of Sichon were made possible by the curse of 
Bilaam which distinctly acknowledged the taking of Moavi 
women to indicate total conquest.    

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R’ Yonasan Eybeshutz had received a dowry of 10,000 gold coins when 
he married. This enabled him to learn undisturbed with his Chavrusa. 
One day, the Chavrusa was arrested on a serious, but trumped-up 
charge. All of R’ Yonasan’s efforts to prove his innocence were ignored 
and the Chavrusa was sentenced to be hung. The night before the 
scheduled execution, all the towspeople gathered in the Shul  to daven 
for him. Suddenly, a prison guard entered and whispered to the Rosh 
HaKahal that the warden would accept 10,000 gold coins to allow the 
prisoner to escape. R’ Yonasan ran home and quickly returned with the 
money, and the “escape” was arranged. R’ Yonasan himself left town for 
a few days to avoid any suspicion that he was involved, but he was 
nervous over what his wife and father-in-law would think of his having 
given away all of the dowry. To his surprise, his wife told him that the 
authorities were after the warden for taking bribes, and that he had 
given back the money before running away. R’ Yonasan was not 
pleased, seeing this as a rejection of him and his Pidyan Shevuyim. 
However, in a dream he was told “Next time let others also participate”.     
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. 


