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Kibud Av Va’em




Week 141

Topic

Honoring parents

TWO ISSUES
There are two underlying halachic issues here.

The first is whether in the fulfillment of Kivud Av va’em one is
obligated to spend one’s own money or just one’s parent’s money.

For example, his mother or father ask him to purchase something, and
he uses his own money instead of theirs, is that fulfilling the mitzvah

of kibud av va’em in a greater way or is it equal when spending their
money?

The second issue is what are the exact parameters of this Mitzvah for
a Ben Noach (goyim)
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Regarding the first issue, the Gemorah in Kiddushin (31a) cites a debate as
to whether one must spend one’s own money.

A dilemma was raised before the Sages:
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I Is the son required to pay for his parents’ needs out of his own pocket, or is he merely required to expend
the effort to see that their needs are met?

2. However, even according to Rav Yehudah, this obligation applies only when the father has no money of
his own with which to provide for himself (Chazon Ish; Even HaEzer 148),

4. According to this view, even if the father does not have any money to support himself, the mitzvah of

honoring one's father does not obligate a son to support his father out of his own funds, However, there is a

mitzvah to give charity to any indigent person; this mitzvah (with the specifications delineated in Yoreh
Deah 247-259) would obligate the son to assist his father monetarily (Tosafos, Rosh: see Maharsha; see also
note 15 below),
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m Ywn — From whose assets are the needs of the parents provided?"

The Gemara presents a dispute in this matter:
"MK T 37 — Rav Yehudah said: 12 Ywn — from the son’s. “ KX Xpwix 72 1M 27 —
Rav Nasan bar Oshaya said: 3% Ywn — from the father’s.

A ruling is issued:
Y 277 b ab rmxy me 279 1327 MY Mk — The rabbis rendered a decision to
Rav Yirmiyah, and some say it was to Rav Yirmiyah’s son, ax '7[0): TMRT IXN3 — in
accordance with the one who says that it is from the father’s assets."”

The Gemara challenges this ruling:
wnm — They challenged this from a Baraisa: "INTIX! JAXTIX 722, ©MN) — IT 1S
STATED: ' HONOR YOUR FATHER AND YOUR MOTHER; "73%T3 TI'NX 733, :MMKI) — AND IT IS
STATED elsewhere:" HONOR HASHEM FROM YOUR FORTUNE. From the similar formulation of the
two verses it can be inferred that ©™ mona 190% M — JUST AS THERE, honoring God
INVOLVES A LOSS OF MONEY, ' ©'3 10N X3 X — ALSO HERE, honoring one's parents
INVOLVES A LOSS OF MONEY. 23X Swn nanx ') — But if you say that only the father’s
assets need be used to provide his needs, mm m% Xpo) 'X1» — what is the difference to
[the son]?

The Gemara answers:
maxrbn 522 — The son could lose money because of the disruption of his work.

Kibud Av Va’em



The Gemara makes another attempt to prove whose assets are used to provide the father’s
needs:
ynw Xn — Come, learn the answer from a Baraisa: Tm9% 137 NX YXW — THEY ASKED R’
ELIEZER: DX) 2X T2 ]2%71 Y — TO WHAT EXTENT IS one obligated to HONOR his FATHER AND
MOTHER? D% "X — HE ANSWERED THEM: 1921 10%) m93 0% up M px How »13 — 1o
THE POINT THAT IF [ THE FATHER] TAKES A WALLET AND THROWS IT INTO THE SEA IN [ HIS SON'
S] PRESENCE, [ THE SON] DOES NOT EMBARRASS HIM. " ax ’7vpn nnK XY — But if you say
that only the father’s assets need be used to provide his needs, mm Mm% xpp) 'x» — what
is the difference to [the son]? "’

The Gemara refutes the proof:
WY Nx7a — The Baraisa refers to the potential heir, who is adversely affected by any
loss incurred by his father."”

The Gemara records such an observance of honoring the father:
RT3 92 71277 X7 2 — And this is similar to that which occurred to Rabbah bar Rav
Huna. 72 7127 2383 XYW ¥R X0 277 — For Rav Huna once tore silks in the
presence of Rabbah his son, nn XY 'x nn7 2% K YIx My — saying to himself: Let
me see if he gets angry or if he does not get angry. "

The Gemara questions Rav Huna’s conduct:
“Swan 1nn &Yy 2eY, X 73vp) nny X157 — But perhaps [Rabbah] would have gotten
angry, and his father [Rav Huna] would thereby have violated the Biblical prohibition:
Before a blind man you shall not place a stumbling block.”' — ? —

The Gemara answers:
1Y% Y St — [Rav Hunal waived the honor [due him].
The Gemara raises another objection to Rav Huna’s conduct:
mnwn %3 own 13yp XM — But [Rav Huna) violated the command not to destroy useful
possessions! ! e ? —
The Gemara answers:
nmamea MY 12y — He did it along the seams. '
The Gemara objects:

nna &Y o owm xn%M — But perhaps that was the reason [Rabbah] did not get
angry! What did the test prove?*

The Gemara answers:
o™ nywa mY 1ayT — He did it at a time of [Rabbah’s] anger. '

Habruta Night



16. To try to prevent the loss of the wallet (Atzmos Yosef, see Tosafos 21 71#7). [The Baraisa’s choice of this
case as an illustration of “honor” is apparently difficult, as it would seem more likely for it to fall under the
category of “reverence” (see 31b). However, Maharam (in Responsa §136) writes that since the father
receives some satisfaction from the act of throwing the wallet into the sea, it is then similar to the physical
satisfaction of food and drink with which the father must be provided under the law of “honor™.|

17 Since the father’s needs are supplied from his own assets, R’ Eliezer must be referring to the father
disposing of his own wallet. [The son would not be required to allow his own wallet to be thrown into the
sea.] That being the case, why should the son care enough to think of embarrassing his father? (Rashi).

14 The son is interested in protecting his father's assets because he will eventually inherit them. The
Baraisa therefore teaches that if the father attempts to throw away his money, thereby diminishing his
son’s inheritance, the son is nevertheless required not to embarrass his father to prevent the loss,

19 Rav Huna wanted to test his son in order to guide him in the observance of the mitzvah to honor one’s
father (Meiri),

20, Leviticus 19:14. [This verse is interpreted by the Gemara in several places (e.g. Pesachim 22b) to
prohibit any act that could cause another person to violate a law.] Here, if Rabbah had gotten angry, he
might have said something disrespectful to his father [in violation of the mitzvah to revere him]. By
causing his son to sin, Rav Huna would have personally violated the prohibition of <y 8% (Rashi; see
Meiri).

21 The Gemara below will state that a father may absolve his son of the obligation te honor him. Since
Rav Huna did so before tearing the silks, even if Rabbah had reacted in a disrespectful manner, he would
not have violated the law to honor his father. Consequently, Rav Huna did not risk causing another person
to sin,
|
22 In describing the laws of warfare, the Torah writes (Deuteronomy 20:19): Dn';m':' oD om? '1'¥"7$ Wn';a
ayy nx mnen kS nponY by, When you besiege a city for many days to wage battle against it to take it,
you shall not destroy its trees. As evident from this Gemara, that prohibition applies at all timeg, not only
during wartime, and it applies to the destruction of any useful article (see Rambam, Hil. Melachim 6:8
with Kesef Mishnah). The Gemara therefore asks how Rav Huna was permitted to tear the silks.

243, Le. he tore them in a way that did not depreciate their value [since they could be sewn back together)
(Rashi).
24 1f Rav Huna was not tearing the clothes in a destructive manner, what cause would Rabbah have to get

angry? Hence, even though Rabbah did not act disrespectfully in this instance, this did not demonstrate
anything.

25, Since Rabbah was upset |over some other matter|, he would not notice that Rav Huna was tearing the
silks only along the seams, It was therefore a legitimate test of Rabbah’s reactions,

Kibud Av Va’em
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The Shulchan Aruch Yoreh Deah 240 rules that there is no obligation
to spend one’s own money. We will see, however, that Rav Elyashiv
zt”l has a crucial caveat regarding this point. But even without Rav
Elyashiv’s caveat, both Tosafot and the Sefer HaChinuch explain that
when a parent requires treatment and the parent does not have the
money, the child is obligated in spending his own money.
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Halachah: It implies that this is the Halachah, and this is how the She'iltot d'Rav Achai Gaon
ruled in Parshas va'Yishma Yitro' (at the end of Si'man 57)...

- . 1 y 1 1 1
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... 17Un 1007197 2N XT,L17 W' D1 [Inn X7 '

Halachah (cont.): He also Paskens that there where the father does not have but the son does,
the son is Chayav to sustain his father, and this is also the ruling of the Ri and Rabeinu
Chananel - that if the father has no money and the son does, he is obligated to sustain him with
his own money...

.ONNR NIX XA XY

Reason: Since he is no worse than a stranger...
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Proof #1: About whom the Gemara writes in ‘Na'arah she'Nispatsah' (Ketubot, Daf 49b) that
'Rava forced Rav Natan to pay four hundred Zuz for Tzedakah.'

= N2 "7 M MYy D PaaT NI’ o a0 NN MYy PInRT ,TIvI
. 'MAN NIX IT7 |20 DX |'9DY

Proof #2: Moreover, the Yerushalmi (See Masoret ha'Shas) citing Rebbi Yossi, states 'l wish
that all my statements would be as clear to me as this one - that one forces a son to feed his
father.'

KNKX ;XMIXR2 "TTNF I N'YUK! 121 Mt AT M2UINT INNT Xan AR TIVI
e ST AT n'WIdY i7¥Y1 X721 XN2aa XInn

Proof #3: And another proof emerges from the Yerushalmi (Ibid.) which relates how Rebbi
Yonatan and Rebbi Yashiyah were traveling together, when a man came and kissed the feet of
the former.

17 ' ' "Rnwnd na vy 1t o' kT’ ' anx?’ ixn Rn' e
?"3n "9Ox X7 'NnX" "N .02 N10019'W D 'D hwye

Proof #3 (cont.): In answer to Rebbi Yonatan's request for an explanation, Rebbi Yashiyah
explained that he had instructed the man cry out in the Beis-ha'Medrash. To which Rebbi
Yonatan asked Rebbi Yashiyah why he did not force the son to sustain his father?

NnYT X7 D1WNO - "% nonx AR a7 anx? amna Mt - o it 1ad" ar'?
I'os1DT XV'WO ?|'9DT

Proof #3 (concl.): And in answer to Rebbi Yashiyah's Kashya whether one forces in such a
case, Rebbi Yonatan replied 'Do you need me to tell that that? Of course, it is'!

ONXI 2N [Inn 17 ¥' Ox- "0 ‘D X 10" an? 'mxany mYwinm ara Tivi
1IN 17 ¥' "2 ynwunT- "NX DRI AR DX TAO" 1NN OXIAX TIADAL LIV LINY
Jina Xl

Proof #4: And yet a further proof from the Yerushalmi (Ibid.) that Tosafot quoted earlier (in 31a
DH 'Kabeid') ' "Kabeid et Hash-m me'Honach" - If one has money, one is Chayav; if not, he is
Patur. Whereas by Kibud Av va'Eim, the Torah writes "Kabeid et Avicha ve'et Imecha" - implying
whether one is wealthy or not'
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It is only appropriate for one to recognize and reciprocate kindness
to those who have dealt kindly with him, and certainly not to act in
a vile manner, estranging oneself and being an ingrate, for this is a
bad character trait that is completely despised by both Hashem and
man. One should appreciate the fact that his parents are the source
of his very existence in this world, and it is therefore appropriate for
him to act as respectfully and beneficially as he can. Besides having
brought him into the world, they also expended tremendous effort
in raising him as a child. When this trait [of honoring ones parents]
becomes fixed in ones soul—he will come to recognize the goodness
of Hashem, for He is the reason for his existence and the reason for
the existence of all of his forefathers [all the way back to] Adam
Harishon, and He provides him with all of his needs throughout his
entire life, and He keeps him intact and in good health, and gave
him a neshamah to know and think, for without the neshamah that
Hashem graciously bestowed upon his - he would be like a horse or
mule without understanding, and he should meditate at length in
his thoughts how worthy it is to heed Hashem’s service.
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IS IT TZEDAKA OR KIVUD AV V'AIM?

There is a fundamental debate as to the nature of this obligation of
spending one’s own money when the parent does not have it. Is it on
account of the Mitzvah of Tzedaka or on account of the Mitzvah of
Kivud Av v'Aim? Tosafot in Kiddushin holds that it emanates from the
obligation of Tzedakah. The Sefer HaChinuch, however, cites a drasha
from the Talmud Yerushalmi, “kaved et Hashem mehoncha” that this
obligation stems from the Mitzvah of Kivud Av v'Aim.

Baba batra 8b:

Gemara background: Rabbi Nahman’s statement “they can seize collateral for the charity;
i.e., they can collect charity by force, and even on Shabbat eve, when people are busy and
might claim that they have no time or money” , applies when the contributor is rich, in which
case the collectors may seize money from him even by force. That, Rabbi Yitzhak’s statement,
applies when he is not rich, in which case the collectors who take money from him by force are
termed oppressors of Israel. This right to force contributions from the rich is like what occurred
in the incident in which Rava compelled Rav Natan bar Ami and took four hundred dinars
from him for charity.

SENOR 77''7 RAN2 X232 NDoIN

Tosafot justifies why he was able to force him

¢ T"2 'R T2 [Damd] NV INnY y'n ' anx (D a"T 0wl 9T P72in) awan ' 7o Xkn ntli
2™V DMATIN QLN

Question: In Chulin (110b), it says that any Mitzvat Aseh for which the reward is written next to it (in the
Torah), Beit Din below is not warned [to force people to fulfill it];

(IU D"\J.'I') 7272 Aath AT 2722 D 2o 1 AT NIX NNON NINDO D 2A'ND ApTX "aal

Regarding Tzedakah, it says "Ki Paso'ach Tiftach Es Yadecha", and "Ki Biglal ha'Davar ha'Zeh
Yevarechecha"!

(.2] QT J'IIJ.IJ"D) NNNOSNIY Nyl 77191 2V1 219 IND DMATA A9 'NAT NN

Answer #1 (R. Tam): [Rava] forced him verbally, like "[Rav Papa verbally] forced [Yehudah ber
Mereimar], and he entered."

IN2AD [NIN I91D'W DA™Y 1727 XONT YN Tl

Answer #2 (R. Tam): Here, they accepted on themselves that the Gabai may force them.
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Answer #3 (Ri): We may force for Tzedakah, since there is also a Lav (against not giving) "Lo Se'ametz Es
Levavcha v'Lo Sikpotz..."

['W1y] 'NT 11D DT DY INNY QWY NIXN 7Y IaTin T 'RT RDT AR XM

Answer #4 (Ritzva): Beit Din is not warned about a Mitzvat Aseh for which the reward is written next to
it (in the Torah), i.e. they are not punished for it (but they may force people to fulfill it).

N2'90N NX VINNT 'M7¥NA ynun 21
Support: The Yerushalmi in Bava Batra connotes like this.
INIZAY IN'7 MNI IAINDII AIAX V' A0 X777 (0W) Ywan 77 KNl

Implied question: In Chulin (110b), it says a man was not honoring his father, and [Beit Din] forced him.
[Rami bar Tamri] said "leave him" (since Beit Din is not warned about this Mitzvah)!

NYY NIXN INYD QWYY TV INNDAY IATin 001X 90
Answer: He meant that you are not warned to force like for other Mitzvot Aseh;

(DWI1 319 9T NIAIND) ANIDNA MNXT 1Y) X¥NY TV INIX ['N AWy 12'R1 27171 1d10 nwy 7N DXT
L9 2™ 2 'un foini arodX AT :on nund ‘oin v"yi]

If they told him to make a Sukah or [take] a Lulav, and he does not fulfill, we lash him until he dies, like it
says in Ketubot (86b). (See also Tosafot Ketubot 49b, Chulin 110b. In Ketubot, he gives another answer,
that in the city they fixed how much people must give.)

Rav elyashiv states that the rule of Bait Din not forcing someone to
pay money for kivud av v’aim is not applicable when the obligation of
tzedakah comes from the actual obligation of Kivud Av v’aim.

Kibud Av Va’em



Is the mitzvah of kibud av va’em a mitzvah between man to man or
man to G-d.?

The difference would be if one transgresses does he have to ask his
parents forgiveness or just Hashem?
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