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IMPORTANCE OF .... DID YOU KNOW THAT ....

The Yerushalmi (Eruvin 5:1) cites aMachlokes over thefl The Shulchan Aruclr'y 402:12) rules that there is no obligatipn

formation in which theBnei Yisroeltraveled. One opiniofff to inform someone that he has becoptyen an bax. In fact, if
derives from:wo> 15 v wns that they traveled in a (squafiepne does tell, he is referred to &sos N 127 N8 - a fool.
box, as they had camped. Another opinion says it was ||jThe TaZexplains that this is based on tBemara(Pesachinda)

straight column, allowingr vaw (who was last) to pick upwhere R' Chiya asked his nephew Rav if his parents were live.
(qoxn) whatever the othemvaw dropped. What about tHeosuk|| Rav, not wishing to answer directly that they had died, respgnded

wo» 12 W WND ? TheYerushalmianswers that it teaches us tffjatith words that lent themselves to several interpretations.

The

just as they encamped only Mashens command, so did thgy Rambam(bax 9:11) states that all are deemed to be relajives

travel only at His command. T ns> wonders why we negfiwhen aTalmid Chochoris 7om, and theHagahos Maimoniog

this. Does thd>osuknot say clearlyos ‘1% 5y v ‘1 by —|f| cites theYerushalm{Bava Metzi&2:8) where R' Yochanan askgd
that Bnei Yisroelwould encamp and travel only &tashen's |[| someone for the news, and the response was a vague impljcation

command ? Th&emara(Shabbos$37a) states that Moshe did||3hat R' Chanina had died. If so, how is it thatorah'
things on his own initiative, whichlashemlater acquiesced t¢
One of these was to separate from his wife, Tzipofalsafod|| Tzadikimand Talmidei Chachomin®? Would this not put the
concludes that Moshe did this on his own and ndtiaghen's |f| in the category of>»o> 8 mat »osm ? R' Ezriel Hildesheim
behest from the fact that Aharon and Miriam criticized him fgf {txeny »223 n"w - 19 1:263) wishes to distinguish between
which they could not do iHashemhad commanded it. Th®r || spoken and written word. Tt&hulchan Aruclr"y 240:2) state
HaChaim comments on Moshe's use of a double phras that one may not refer to one's father by his name, yet therg
Korach, in sayingzabn x5 ... »ndw 19 ny1n nxva — you will
see that | acted addashen's messenger, and not on my ojycontradict one's father étebbj yet, theRambam(nvsnw 11:10)
desire. This means that usually, what Moshe did was gpletpte that although his father prohibited certain types
becauseHashemhad instructed him, and not becawsashen| adhesions in a slaughtered animal, Raribar permitted them

.newspapers customarily report in detail on the deatrf‘ of
r

he

is no

objection to signing one's name as son of . One may algo not

of

peered into Moshe’s heart and approved what Moshe hilp#els clear therefore, that for a proper purpose, one may jvrite

desired Divrei Yoelsuggests that after tideraglimdoomed thell what one may perhaps not say. Similarly, we even find
Bnei Yisroelto 40 years of wandering, their travel was no loflg¥ehoshua saicbxs nwn »x - saying hisRebbis name in frong
directed at immediate arrival iBretz Yisroel(only a few dayg| of Moshe, because it was for a valid purpose.
away). As such, their wandering may have been of their[[pwn ]

choosing, andHashenmerely approved the time and directio GK Lesson Can Be Learned From:

their travel. Therefore, thRosuksays:yo> 15 Bn» MWND — just as R’ Chaim Soloveitchik, while Rav in Brisk, once attended a conference
they encamped &tashens behest (they really wanted to go [p Af Gedolim. During the meetings, he heard someone talk of an incident

to Eretz Yisrod], so did they travel only updrashents word. which had recently taken place in Warsaw. It seems that a son had

been born to a wealthy and powerful but assimilated Jew. The baby had
QU ESTION OF TH E WEEK not been given a Bris Milah, despite the wishes and pleas of the local
When would a witness' testimony be accepted if he didn't tetbonim and Kehilla. The father did not relent, up to and including the
but would not be accepted if he did testify ? day several months later when the infant suddenly took ill and died.
AN SWER TO LAST WEEK However, the father now insisted that his son be buried in the Jewish

(May one initiate or defend@in Torahif he has no supporting evidence ?) cemetery. The community refused, seizing this opportunity to *show

One may certainly support a claim even without Witnessﬂl‘fr father, arguing that an uncircumcised baby was not a Jew and
documents. (This is why there are oaths) However, if one ngld not be allowed a Jewish burial. When R’ Chaim heard this, he
to be aprt éccording to th®amban(m 18:21) withc,)ut 2 casa Jumped up and exclaimed: “Whoever heard of such a thing I? An

he must not resist when sued, but must pay, even if not Iiabl.unarcumased person may not enter the Beis HaMlikdash, may‘ not eat
OWIP, IMMN or from the NPd Y29p. Nowhere do we find any

DlN'S CORNER restriction on burial, that excludes him from a proper nMap ! If the

One is required to eat immediately after recitifigidush on Kehilla wishes to express displeasure in a productive way, let them state
Shabbosin the very spot where th¢ddushwas said, unless L right now that the father himself will be denied 79%P when he dies.
specifically had in mind duringiddushto eat in a dif'ferent pa Such would be a proper punishment for all fathers whose selfishness
of the house. If he i others withKiddush they must all eaf would deprive their children of the chance to be a m813Y 77N Mw "
If they do (even if he doesn't), they at leaste. (MB 273) P.S. sholosh seudos sponsored this week by the Schmerhold family.
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