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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Sotah 42b) states that the Jewish soldiers were 
spoken to twice en route to war, once at the border and again 
where the battle would take place. Rashi says that the Torah’s 
exemptions (house, vineyard, betrothed) were announced at the 
border, and those qualifying would leave at that time. Later, the 
Kohen would give the remaining soldiers Chizuk. The Rambam 
(ohfkn 7:2-3) states that the exemptions were announced in both 
places, to everyone, and those who were exempt would leave just 
prior to battle. Why, according to the Rambam, was it necessary 
for the exemptions to be announced twice ? There should not 
have been anyone left to take advantage of the Heter by the time 
the army reached the battle site ! The Minchas Chinuch (526) 
wonders if those exempted by the Torah were obligated to leave, 
or were only permitted to leave. The Rambam may have held that 
they were permitted to leave, but could stay if they wished. As 
such, the exemptions were announced a second time, together 
with the Chizuk, to give them a second chance to leave, at the last 
moment. However, Rashi held that they were not permitted to 
stay, and would therefore never make it to the battle site, having 
left at the border. Accordingly, Rashi, based on the Sifri, remarks 
on the words of the Posuk: vbjeh rjt ahtu vnjknc ,unh ip that 
one who does not listen to the Kohen deserves to die, making it 
obligatory to leave the army if exempt. Why does Rashi wait until 
the third exemption in the Torah (that of the betrothed woman) to 
quote this Sifri, instead of mentioning it at the first exemption 
(the new house) ?  The Torah Temimah seeks to prove that one 
who is exempt must leave the army, comparing it to the Gemara 
(ibid 44a) which says that during vbuatr vba a newly married man 
transgresses 2 Issurim if he goes out to war.  If so, since the proof 
comes from a marriage exemption,  Rashi chose one as well. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
The Gemara (Berachos 24b) says that one should not raise his 
voice in Shemona Esrei, because it implies that Hashem can’t 
hear if he says it quietly. Why then does the Gemara (Sotah 32b) 
say that one should daven quietly so as not to embarrass sinners ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Why didn’t Shimon HoAmsoni stop at lheukt ‘s ,t ,cvtu?)  
The Maharil (1) explains that Shimon HoAmsoni’s problem was 
that he could not imagine who could be included in the fear that 
one must have for Hashem under trh, lheukt ‘s ,t. However, 
since the Torah mandates in lunf lgrk ,cvtu that all Jews must 
love one another, there would be no problem in using ,t ,cvtu to 
include all Jews.   

DIN'S CORNER:  
One should be Machmir regarding lxb ihh today, except in a case 
of serious loss, even though most non-Jews are not idolaters, 
because they do not believe in Hashem’s exclusivity. The same 
applies to Apikorsim. However, one need not be Machmir at all 
regarding Moslems. Also, if a non-Jew touched wine, not realizing 
it was wine, one may be lenient. (Teshuvos V’Hanhagos 2:398) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Mishna (Makos 5a) states that false witnesses whom the 
Torah punishes with onz ratf (the sentence they falsely attempted 
to inflict on the defendant) may split the cost of the monetary 
judgment between them, but if the sentence is Malkus (lashes), 
they must each receive their own full complement. The Gemara 
states that each witness must receive his own Malkus because any 
less would not fulfill onz ratf. Regarding a monetary payment, 
onz ratf is fulfilled when the total amount paid equals the 
amount the defendant would have had to pay. The Beis HaLevi 
(end of jkac) explains that each lash is more painful than the 
previous one, such that the 39th, coming on top of the 38th is much 
more painful than the 19th or 20th would be, if the 39 were split 
among the two witnesses. Each witness should therefore have to 
experience the pain of the 39 to fulfill onz ratf, because it is that 
pain which they attempted to inflict upon their victim. Money, on 
the other hand, can be combined in order to provide the victim 
with what he almost lost, to fulfill onz ratf. If regarding Malkus 
we want both witnesses to suffer the pain of all 39 lashes, why 
shouldn’t we want both witnesses to suffer the loss of the full 
amount of money as well ? The answer may lie in the distinction 
made by R’ Akiva Eiger (ibid) between one who owes money and 
one who has committed an offense for which Malkus is the 
punishment. R’ Akiva Eiger states that regardless of whether 
witnesses or Beis Din are involved in a monetary case, one who 
knows he owes money is obligated to pay it. The essential factor 
is the loss one causes to the other party by not paying, and his 
obligation to make him whole again. On the other hand, one who 
committed an offense is not obligated in Malkus until Beis Din 
rules as much, just as one who knowingly committed a capital 
offense (e.g. murder) is not obligated to kill himself. A ruling 
from Beis Din is required to establish that sentence. This is 
because non-monetary punishments are not directly connected to 
anyone else; they are not meted out to fulfill some vengeful need 
of the would-be victim, but rather to fulfill lcren grv ,rgcu. 
Thus, onz ratf obligates the witnesses to make the victim whole 
from his (potential) loss, which they do by splitting the payment. 
However, Malkus is not “owed” to the victim, and therefore both 
witnesses must suffer onz ratf to fulfill lcren grv ,rgcu.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A father was looking for information about a young man that had been 
suggested for a Shidduch with his daughter. He went to speak with the 
bochur’s Rosh Yeshiva - R’ Shmuel Faivelson, who spoke with him for a 
while. At one point in the conversation, R’ Shmuel sighed and said that 
Shidduchim was very difficult for yeshiva bochurim today. The father 
favored R’ Shmuel with an incredulous look, at which time R’ Shmuel 
continued, “Yes, of course it is much harder for the girls. But when a girl 
gets depressed and frustrated, she can usually go shopping or 
something, which helps take her mind off it a little. If a bochur gets 
depressed, he can’t learn, and if he can’t learn, what then can he do ?!” 

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


