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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Avodah Zarah 85b) states that utensils acquired 
from non-Jews may require rinsing, purging or heating in order to 
kasher them, depending on their former use, but in all cases, will 
require vkhcy, immersion in a Mikveh. This is derived from the 
Pesukim describing the process of kashering the spoils obtained 
from Midian. The Ramban explains that this directive was not 
given after the battles with Sichon & Og, because their lands and 
possessions had been promised to the Jews, and we derive from: 
cuy kf ohtkn oh,cu that even things that were normally Assur 
became Mutar during conquest. The Gaon of Tchechanav 
suggests that Tevilah is only required when the utensil went from 
non-Jewish ownership directly to Jewish ownership without an 
intervening status. Since the property of Sichon and Og's armies 
became Hefker when they died, the subsequent acquisition by the 
Bnei Yisroel did not require Tevilah. In Midian's case however, 
the wives and children were spared, allowing them to inherit the 
property of the dead soldiers. Since the Jews then took those 
utensils from the heirs, Tevilah was necessary. In Har Tzvi (s"uh 
109), R' Zvi Pesach Frank was asked whether utensils left behind 
in 1948 by fleeing Arabs required Tevilah before use. The official 
government position was that these utensils had not been 
expropriated but were being “held” for the benefit of their 
owners, meaning they were simply borrowed from non-Jews, 
which did not require Tevilah. R' Zvi Pesach dismissed this, 
pointing out that spoils of war belong to the victor, which was 
how soldiers themselves viewed it, regardless of the "official" 
government policy Still, it is possible that by fleeing, the Arabs 
may have performed auth, relinquishing ownership, leaving 
everything to be acquired from Hefker, thus obviating the need 
for Tevilah.  (However,  in practice, Tevilah would be required).     

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
What may not be eaten on Shabbos if prepared before Shabbos, 
but may be eaten if prepared on Shabbos ?            

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:   
(When would Maariv be said without the ahse hmj before Shemona Esrei ?)  
The Yad HaLevi says that the ahse hmj before Shemona Esrei of 
Maariv is the conclusion of Birchos Krias Shema of Maariv. 
Thus, if the Tzibur began Maariv with only nine people and the 
tenth arrived during Krias Shema, the ahse hmj would not be said. 
kce,, ahse is tied to Shemona Esrei, so it would be said        

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one finds an object in an area more frequented by non-Jews, 
even if the majority of the city as a whole is Jewish, he may keep 
it. This is true, even if he can tell that a Jew lost it and even 
though it has an identifying inhx, because we assume that the 
owner has despaired of getting it back (auth). If however, it is 
something that only Jews use (e.g. Seforim), he may not assume 
that auth took place. Shulchan Aruch (n"uj 259:3) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Arachin 29b) states: If one sells a field in the 
middle of the Yovel year, Rav holds that the sale is valid but the 
field immediately reverts back to the seller (according to Yovel 
rules) while Shmuel holds that the sale is null and void, using a 
Kal V'Chomer - if a sold field reverts in Yovel, an unsold field can 
certainly not change hands. This is similar to the statement 
(Makos 11b) in the Mishna that if the Kohen Gadol dies after an 
inadvertent killer is sentenced to Galus, the killer need not go to 
Galus at all, as Abaye explains, because of a Kal V'Chomer - if 
one who is already in Galus goes free upon the Kohen Gadol's 
death, one who has not yet gone should certainly not go. What 
might Rav say about this ? Would Rav hold that the killer should 
go to Galus and immediately go free as soon as he gets there, as 
Rav does not seem to accept the Kal V'Chomer in the case of 
Yovel ? Since the Mishna in Makos does not provide a dissenting 
opinion, would not the Mishna be proof against Rav ? An answer 
would seem to be that Galus does not provide the killer with a 
Kaparah - it is the death of the Kohen Gadol that does so. As 
such, if the Kohen Gadol has died, the killer is atoned, and there 
is no need for him to spend even a moment in Galus. The 
property in Yovel, on the other hand might (in Rav's opinion) need 
to leave the seller's possession for a moment in order for Yovel to 
revert it. In fact, the Gemara (Arachin ibid) points out that we do 
subscribe to a Kal V’Chomer of this type, regarding a father’s 
inability to sell his daughter as a maid after she becomes a 
Naarah (a mature 12-year-old). Since a young girl who was sold 
before the age of 12, goes free when she reaches 12, she certainly 
can’t be sold after reaching the age of 12. Why then does Rav 
have difficulty with Shmuel’s Kal V’Chomer ? The Gemara 
answers that Rav would agree to the Kal V’Chomer regarding a 
Naarah because the father no longer has authority to sell her at 
age 12. However, in the case of Yovel, the seller can sell the 
property again after Yovel passes, so the Kal V’Chomer is not 
powerful enough to negate the seller’s authority to sell. 
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R' Nochum of Chernobyl  was a Talmid of both the Baal Shem Tov and 
the Mezritcher Magid, who succeeded the BESHT. The BESHT used to 
refer to R' Nochum as "My Litvak" because he had learned in Litvishe 
yeshivos when young. One Shabbos Shirah, R' Nochum found himself in 
a village full of Misnagdim, and after visiting and speaking with the Rav 
of the village, was asked by the Rav to speak in Shul after Krias HaTorah. 
Soon, news of this spread through the village and the Misnagdim, 
having discovered that R' Nochum was a follower of the BESHT, 
demanded of the Rav that R' Nochum not be allowed to speak. The Rav 
insisted that R' Nochum was a big Talmid Chochom and vru,v sucf 
demanded that he be allowed to speak. The villagers saw they could not 
sway the Rav so they plotted that when R' Nochum would begin, he was 
sure to start with:  "… vgrp jkac hvhu", and they would all get up and 
yell: "ojb tku" (i.e. not to let Nochum continue). When they executed 
their plan, R' Nochum stopped a moment, fixed the disrupters with a 
stare and stated: "The Posuk continues with: .rt lrs oheukt - Hashem 
is looking for Derech Eretz, which transcends any and all differences”.  

P.S. Shalosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family.  


