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IMPORTANCE OF ....

The Rashba(mawn 4:187) writes that a priest once argueq
him that nbw 82> » 1y ... TN LIy Mo> XD implies that
Yehudah's descendants will rulmtil Shiloh {iz. Moshiach)
arrives, after which they will not rule. Since we see that Yeh
no longer rules, it must be that [their] "Messiah" has come !
Rashba answered that such an interpretation would

Yaakov's words as a curse, notbeochg which cannot b
Therefore, the wordy must mearmyb - forever, that Yehud
will continue to rule even after Moshiach arrives, making t

brochoto Yehudah specifically, that any king who will rule II

be from Yehudah. The priest maintained however, that basf

Yaakov's words, if Yehudah had stopped ruling, Moshiach Il

have arrived. Thdrashbareplied that even so, Yehudah's

ended with the&salusof Bavel, which took place many centur
before the events the priest wished to legitimize. The |
attempted to argue th&alus Baveldidn't qualify because t :l
Sanhedrinwas still empowered, but theashbaagain showe
him that he was mistaken. Themw asks, if any ruling king mug
be from Yehudah, how may we explain the fact theatws 550,

not of Yehudah, ruled concurrently with Rechavam and
successors inTi maon ? He answers that tHiRambamstateg
(o951 1:8) that although them>on really belongs to Dovid, stil
an» may anoint a king from anotheaw who will be bound b |
all the rules andnitzvosof a king, including the ability to pag
his royalty on to his descendants. RwsuknTimm VIV MO* XD ’
only requires that at a minimum, if any Jewish king rules
Yisroe| at least onevaw must be ruled by someone frg
Yehudah. As such, tHeosukis parsed asimmn - vay M &Y,

to teach that at least one tribe will not depart from Yehudah.
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Candles Mincha DafYomi Shiur Shacharis
Friday 4:20 4:32 7:30 7:30 7:30
Shabbos 4:20 3:30 4:00 9:00
Sunday 4:36 7:30

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....

fdhe Gemara(Kesubo91b) states that it ismitzvahfor orphans
to pay off the obligations of their fathdRashiexplains that it i
an act of respect [to clear the father's name] but that unl
dhaitzvahsuch ad.ulav or Sukkah(which Beis Dincan force on
Thdulfill), Beis Dincannot force the orphans to pay, as it is or
dRabbinicmitzvah. Tosafoéibid 86a) disagrees, noting thBeis

Din can force the fulfillment of a Rabbinimitzvah such as th¢

mitzvahto fulfill the testamentary instructions of one who di

ke a

y a

ed.

sThe Shoel U'Maishiv(2:1:1) cites theMaHari Ibn Shoebwho
gfuotes theRambanin saying that we learn 10 things fr
& aakov's instructions to his sons, one of which is derived
OBl IWND 1D 11 1D wyn - that Yaakov's sons did as Yaakov
leommanded them, thus establishing thetzvah to fulfill
blestamentary instructions aswnn . Tosafoshowever would
i@gjue that Yaakov's sons acted outiwftyas for their father
brather than to fulfill the instructions ofsm. In fact, theRambar
implies as much, explaining why Yaakov made Yosef sweal
he would fulfill the instructions to transport his bodysti» - not
that hey'n suspected Yosef of not obeying his father, but rg
bis make it more compelling to Pharaoh. However, $tevus
Yaakov(1:168) interprets Yosef's oath differently, deriving

Yosef had nax 11 obligation to obey Yaakov after his de
in matters not pertaining to Yaakov's monaw pwn). This is
avhy Yaakov asked Yosebyma »mapn &y UX - pleasedo not|
bury me in Mitzrayim. Thisx1avo is derived from theMaHarik
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\(@66) where a son promised his father that he wouldn't marry

without his father's permission. When he asked if he was b
by this oath, théMaHarik concluded that choosing a spouse
deemed a mattea Swn and notx Swn, as long as she wasin,

and thery» obligation only applied to assets/concemmswn.
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QUESTION OF THE WEEK:

Why do we sayronm 1won over a better wine, but not ove
better food ?

M

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:
large European town was in need of a Rav. However, they were
having a difficult time securing one because there were very few

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:

(Why does the firdParshaof ynw mentionTxn 5521 but not the second ?)
The first Parsha discussesomw 5y nbap, for which one ig

scholars or learned men in the town. No qualified 7a/mid Chochom
could be enticed to move there. Finally, they successfully lured a
prominent Rabbi to accept the post by telling him that the 7aZ the

obligated to sacrifice all his assets. However, the sePansha
discussesmynn 5w nbap for which one is only obligated
spend up to 20% of his assets.

m)didn't take too long for the Rabbi to discover the deception. When he

Magen Avraham and R' Akiva Eiger were buried there. However, it

complained to the communal leaders, one of them said to him: "We did

DIN'S CORNER:

not lie to you. The 7aZ Magen Avraham and R' Akiva Eiger are not
really buried in those cities that claim their gravesites. As long as the

If one finds someonesman (lost object) he must return it afidvorks of those great Rabbis are studied in those towns, their lips are
not accept a reward for doing so. However, a reward mgymi®ing, and one can truly say that they are alive in those towns. Here
accepted if it is appreciation for something ancillary to the afitu@hever, nobody studies the teachings of those great men. If they can
n1ax mawn. For example, th€hazon Istheld that notifying thél be said to be dead and buried anywhere, it is here 1"

owner that you found it and have it, is sufficient. One cqu
accept a reward for then delivering #anm mawn 3:463)
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