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INSIGHTS FROM
OUR CHABUROS
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Incompetent

he Gemara notes that a NVIY, a woman who is incompetent,

cannot be divorced. The students at the yeshiva of R" Yanai and

the Baraisa taught by Rabbi Yishmael each cite a verse as the

source for this halacha. R’ Yanai's students quote the vers from
Devarim 24:1, “NT2 NI - the divorce document must be placed into her
hand.”

This requires that the woman have a "hand” to become divorced. If
the woman cannot responsibly accept the document because she does
not comprehend its value (she thinks it is a mere piece of paper) and its
significance (she is expecting to return to her husband'’s house), she cannot
be divorced.

Rabeinu Tam explains that inability to divorce a NIV applies only where
the insane woman has no father. If she does have a father, the divorce will
be effective, because the father appreciates the value of the document, and
he will also prevent her from returning to the former husband.

Tosafos points out that Rashi (Gittin 43b) explains that if a wife is a minor,
and she is therefore lacking in awareness of the meaning of a ba and who
also cannot be divorced due to lacking a T', this condition of incompetence
results in her not being able to be divorced even if she has a father.

Rabeinu Tam, who argues with Rashi, proves his contention from several
sources. Among them is the Yerushalmi where the opinion which learns this
halacha from the verse of Rabbi Yanai (N7'2 |N1I) clearly holds that if the
NLIY or the minor has a father, the divorce can be completed based upon
the father’s representing his incompetent daughter.

PARSHA CONNECTION

In this week’s daf the Gemara discusses the N1wn which says NTATIA
[2 (201 220 TV This is an example of a N2 which we only know
because of someone’s testimony. The story of DYY2I P92 in this week's
Parsha, is very unique because of a similar phenomenon, without the
NN telling us this incident we would have no way of knowing it. The
1910 DNN makes this fascinating point regarding our NWN9, as op-
posed to the rest of the NNIN. For example, D'INN NN'Y!' was witnessed
by 600,000 men over 20, NN |NN was witnessed by everyone. The
events were retold by fathers to their children from one generation to
the next until our generation. By contrast, we only know the events be-
tween P92 and DY as well as the seven altars that they uilt because
it was recorded. (See "W T"I' 1910 DNN N"IY). Perhaps this is why
9"TN wanted to include P22 NWND in YNW NP, because it signifies
our NMINN. (See 2"V 2' AT NIDND). a suggestion made by Rabbi Baruch
Rosenblaum N"0'9W.

STORIES Staying
OFF THE DAF ; Maried
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n this week’s daf we find that a shotah cannot be

divorced from her husband because she keeps

on returning to him. The Chidushei HaRim, zt’l,

learned a powerful lesson from this principle.
Just as the NOIY cannot be divorced, so too one remains
“married” to spirituality as long as he “keeps coming back” by
acting as a N'2y |2 would despite his shortcomings. One is
only divorced from spirituality when one gives up on spiritual
ascent because of his flaws.

A young bochur once came to Rav Wolbe, zt"|, feeling very
confused and frustrated. He said, “I don't know what to do
with myselfl Sometimes | feel very drawn to spiritual matters
like learning with a fire and davening. At other times | act in
ways not befitting a ben Torah. What is my avodah worth if |
keep falling into the same spiritual morasses?”

The Mashgiach replied, “Your feelings are the result of
a simple fact: as long as one is young, one finds in himself
various contradictions. On the one hand, you may be very
drawn to spiritual matters. You have a taste in davening and
can literally pour out yout heart to Hashem. You may feel an
incredibly intrinsic identification with the Torah that you learn.
On the other hand, you also might enjoy joking around and
making fun of things with friends.

The Mashgiach continued, “So what should you do? Just
because you enjoy joking around and sometimes even
wander into the realm of leitzanus, is that an excuse not to
daven with kavanah? Surely this path only leads to complete
estrangement from spiritual growth! Quite the contrary—
since you notice this flaw in yourself and this bothers you,
this should be a reason to exert yourself all the more to
daven with a geshmack and seek spiritual growth in any
way you can! In time you will be drawn more and more after
spiritual elevation until you outgrow your spiritual immaturity
altogether”

The Mashgiach concluded, “Until then you must learn to
bear the unflattering assessment of your peers and even
consent to be the brunt of their jokes. If you persevere,
however, you will overcome your weaknesses and flourish!”



HALACHA Separating Teruma
HIGHLIGHT ' for Another
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Five people may not separate teruma and if they did separate
teruma it is ineffective... One who separates teruma from grain
that is not his.

ambam' rules that although a person is not
permitted to separate teruma from another’s
produce without his consent, nevertheless if a
person removes teruma from his own produce
on behalf of another’s it is teruma and his friend’s produce
is considered rectified. Rav Yekusiel Yehudah Halberstam?,
the Klausenberger Rebbe, asserts that this ruling of
Rambam represents a T2V'T2 circumstance. In other
words, it is not recommended for a person to separate
his own produce as teruma for another’s produce but
in the event that it was done the separated produce is
teruma and the other’s produce is rectified. The rationale
is that if the friend, whose produce is rectified, rejects the
separation of teruma done on his behalf, his rejection
is accepted. Therefore, since there is the possibility that
the owner may reject this separation it is only conditional
and thus a beracha may not be recited if the mitzvah is
only conditional. Furthermore, the owner of the produce
does not fulfill the mitzvah of teruma through his friend's
separating teruma on his behalf so it is not possible to
make a beracha. The one whose produce is rectified did
not do the act of the mitzvah and the one who is separating
the produce is not obligated in the mitzvah since it is not
his produce.Therefore, there is no beracha to be recited.
Rav Tzvi Pesach Frank?, on the other hand indicates
that the one separating teruma from his own produce on
behalf of another’s grain is allowed to make a beracha
when he separates the teruma. This is evident from his
discussion of whether or not the beracha, recited by the
one separating the terumah, becomes a beracha in vain
if the owner of the produce rejects the separation done
on his behalf. Rav Moshe Sofer*, the Chasam Sofer, writes
that if the owner nullifies the agency the beracha that was
recited is rendered a beracha in vain but if the owner asks
a Chacham to undo the separation (NONW T 9y H10D)
the beracha is not rendered a beracha in vain. Rav Shmuel
Shtrashon®, the Rashash, however, maintains that under
all circumstances the beracha is not rendered a beracha
in vain.
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MUSSAR Shameless
FROM THE DAF

he Gemara explains that a woman who returns back to her
husband’s home even after receiving a A0 cannot get divorced.
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Rashi explains that this NWNT comes to exclude a NOIY since the minhag
of D'VIV is not to be embarrassed.

What is unique about a NOIY in that she doesn't feel embarrassed to
show up at the house of a man who is trying to divorce her?

Let's take a look at the XON of |IWKIN DTX and perhaps we can glean
some insight.

The Torah (Berishis 3, 10) tells us that after the NON of eating from the
NYTN YV, Adam and Chava were embarrassed. What changed?

Through developing NYT, which is the ability to make distinctions, Adam
and Chava now were able to see that there are parts of themselves that are
supposed to be private and there are parts of themselves that are able to
be revealed. Seeing that parts of themselves that should be private were
revealed caused them embarrassment.

In our case too, since a NLIY does not have NVT she cannot make the
proper distinctions that would inform her that she should not be returning
to her house. She doesn't understand these boundaries and therefore
is not embarrassed to show up at her old home. Therefore the Torah
explained that a LA will not work with such a person because she cannot
be permanently sent from the home.

There is a great lesson to be learned from this 9"TN. Learning Torah and
Mussar can strengthen one’s NVT to reinforce the boundaries within which
one should live. Such a person would feel embarrassed if they crossed
those boundaries that the Torah defines for us to live within.

POINT TO PONDER

The Gemara says a NIR'N of ININW 1NN 'WX 12 XN 20
that someone who has marital relations with an wan NnWx will
not have to bring an 19N DWN, i.e., the |[22p normally brought
when there is a P90 whether he violated an 1I0'N. The Gemara
explains the reason for this is because the |27 is only brought
in circumstances where two choices were before the person
one of 1N'N and the other of NID'N and there is uncertainty as
to whether the 1ID'R was transgressed. Why did the Gemara
choose to make this point specifically using the wanN NWr?
Response to last week’s Point to Ponder:

The DIIWNY discuss this question in the context of
understanding the NPIYNN of YNINWI 2. The T2"N writes that
DI2' would be permissible, while the N1 argues that it would be
a violation of her 01T). (See N"2VN).
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