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IMPORTANCE OF ....
The Tosefta (Shabbos 8:12) states that no ��� was as “����” as
the inhabitants of Sodom, as is derived from: ���� �� �����.
Praise for ���� �	
� ? Meforshim explain ���� to mean moist,
referring to the fertility of the area. However, does not the
Tosefta say ���, which refers to man and not land ? (The Torah
Temimah suggests emending ��� to ����) The Gemara (Yuma
22b) states that Shaul HaMelech committed one error, and it was
fatal to his destiny; Dovid HaMelech committed two errors, but
was not damaged by them. The Or HaChaim explains that Shaul
was normally ���� - very careful and did not undertake action
until he deliberated and prepared a plan. For this reason, he was
punished so severely for having dealt erroneously with Amalek.
Dovid on the other hand was a hot-blooded redhead, who did
most things hastily, and was therefore not held to the same
standard as Shaul. The ���� �
 cites a Gemara (Nedarim 87a)
stating that one may retract a statement or act ����� ��� ��� -
within the few seconds it takes to say “����� ��� ���� ���	”, in all
cases except Avodah Zarah, blasphemy, marriage and divorce.
The Ran explains that these are activities that one does not
undertake lightly. Therefore, if one did commit one of them, he
obviously did so with ��
���, making a deliberate decision,
which he may not retract, even a moment later. This then, may be
the Tosefta’s point - that the extreme culpability of Sodom was
because their wickedness was performed with deliberation and
careful planning. As Rashi says: �� ����� ��
������ �
��� ������ -
Sodom’s evil was done with knowledge of what was required by
Hashem and a deliberate intent to evade the law.

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:
When would it be permitted to premeditatedly (i.e. plan to)
refuse to pay someone for doing a job he was hired to do, where
the task is ����, the wage amount was previously arranged, and
the job was completed satisfactorily ?

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:
(Which Pesukim may be read without a Minyan ?)

The Rambam (���� ’�� 13:6) rules that the last 8 Pesukim of the
Torah may be read in Shul without a Minyan since they were
impliedly post-Moshe, even though we know the entire Torah
was transmitted from Hashem to Moshe.

DIN'S CORNER:
Although it is permitted for an individual to say Kiddush
Levanah  by himself, it is preferable to say it with a minyan
under the rule of ��� ���� �� ����. As such, one must delay his
Kiddush Levanah until the tenth evening of the month if he
believes he will have access to a minyan by then. Chayei Adam
holds that three participants is also �� ���� for this purpose and
three needn’t wait until the 10th for a minyan. (���� �����  426:2)

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....
The Gemara (Kidushin 29a) states that a father is obligated to
provide his son with a Bris Milah, a Pidyan HaBen, Torah
teaching, a wife, a trade and swimming instructions. A mother is
not so obligated. Accordingly, the Rambam rules to exempt the
mother in each of the above cases, except for Bris Milah. Why
does the Rambam leave it out ? In ���� ‘�� (1:2) the Rambam
forbids one from circumcising another’s son without his
knowledge unless it was in a situation where the father refused,
and Beis Din stepped in. The Beis Yosef (�”�� 261) explains that it
is logical that one should not do that which another is obligated
in. However, the GRA (ibid 261:3) cites the Gemara (Chulin 87a)
which says that if one snatches away a mitzvah (opportunity)
from another, he must pay the loser 10 gold pieces, and the Rema
(�”�� 382) gives ���� as an example. Why doesn’t the Rambam
agree ? The periodical ���	�� (Vol. 1 p.43) explains how
according to the Rambam, only a father may recite the brocho:
�
��� ����� �	 ������ ���
���;  Beis Din (if they had to step in)
may not. The Rambam’s rationale is that the father does not
simply have ����
 (precedence) over others, but rather has an
entirely unique mitzvah to give his son a Bris, distinct from the
mitzvah which would present itself to Beis Din, to see to it that
no Jew remains an ���. No one else can perform that mitzvah so
no one else can say the brocho of ���
���. Accordingly, the
Rambam would not penalize 10 gold pieces for preempting the
father, since one could never “steal” the father’s mitzvah away,
and by the same token, any exemption in the Gemara for a
mother only excludes her from the special mitzvah of the father.
She would remain however, obligated in the mitzvah of Beis Din.

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:
$� FHUWDLQ� 5DY�ZDV� YHU\� DFWLYH� LQ�.ODO� �FRPPXQDO�� DFWLYLWLHV�� WUDYHOLQJ

FRQVWDQWO\������������$V�KLV�ZDJRQ�FUDZOHG�DORQJ�D�FRXQWU\�URDG�RQH

DIWHUQRRQ��D�VWRUP�EHJDQ��IRUFLQJ�WKH�5DY�WR�VHHN�SDUWLDO�VKHOWHU�XQGHU

D� ODUJH� WUHH�� $V� WKH� WRUUHQW� � FRQWLQXHG�� WKH� 5DY� GDYHQHG�� DVNLQJ

+DVKHP�WR�VWRS�WKH�UDLQ��7KH�5DY·V�6KDPPHV�ZDV�VXUSULVHG�DQG�DVNHG

WKH�5DY�KRZ�KH�FRXOG�DVN�WKLV�RI�+DVKHP��$IWHU�DOO��GRHVQ·W�WKH�*HPDUD

�<XPD���E��VD\�WKDW�WKH�.RKHQ�*DGRO�RQ�<RP�.LSSXU�VSHFLILFDOO\�DVNHG

WKDW�+DVKHP� QRW� OLVWHQ� WR� WKH� 7HILORV� RI� WKH� ������ ������ �ZKR� ZRXOG

DOZD\V�GDYHQ� WKDW� LW� VKRXOGQ·W� UDLQ�ZKLOH� WKH\� DUH� RQ� WKH� URDG�� LI� WKH

ZRUOG�QHHGV� WKH� UDLQ�"�7KH�5DY� UHSOLHG�� ´7KH�.RKHQ�*DGRO··� V� UHTXHVW

UHIHUUHG�WR��������������ZKLFK�DUH�SHRSOH�WKDW�SDVV��������IURP�RQH�SODFH

WR�DQRWKHU��E\�ZD\�RI�WKH�URDGV����������+RZHYHU��WKH�*HPDUD��6XFFDK

��D��VWDWHV�WKDW����������	�DUH�QRW�REOLJDWHG�LQ�WKH�PLW]YDK�RI�6XFFDK�

DQG�5DVKL� DGGV�� HYHQ� ����
����	�� �� ZKLOH� HQFDPSHG� RYHUQLJKW� RQ� WKH

VLGH�RI�WKH�URDG��:H�VHH�WKDW�IRU����������	��EHLQJ�RQ�WKH�URDG�LV�LWVHOI

SDUW�RI�WKH�PLW]YDK���QRW�VLPSO\�D�PHDQV�RI�WUDYHOLQJ�IURP�RQH�SODFH�WR

DQRWKHU�����������	�VXFK�DV�ZH��DUH��������������URDG�ZRUNHUV��DQG�QRW

�������������DQG�WKH�.RKHQ�*DGRO··�V�7HILODK�GRHV�QRW�DSSO\�WR�XV�µ

P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Weinstock family.


