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Last week you 
a d d r e s s e d 
parents who 
registered their 

child for day camp and then decided to go 
to the Catskills for the summer. The rule 
was that if the family signed a contract (or 
some other kinyan) or if the camp turned 
other children away and cannot replace 
the camper, the family must pay the camp. 
Deciding to go to away on vacation is not 
considered an oness (mishap beyond 
one’s control), and they must honor their 
commitment.
Do the same rules apply to a playgroup? 
For example, a family registered a child for 
a playgroup for the year, and in the middle 
of the year a job opportunity out of town 
arose.
Q: Is moving out of town considered an oness, 
exempting them from fulfilling the remainder 
of their commitment, or does their initial 
commitment remain binding since it was their 
choice to move out of town?
A: Some authorities maintain an oness is a 
situation that prevents one from fulfilling 
his commitment, e.g., a health condition. 
Reneging on an employment commitment 
out of financial considerations, e.g., a more 
lucrative out-of-town position, is not an oness 
and the family’s commitment remains binding 
(Mishpetei HaTorah 2:73:[9]).
Others maintain a different perspective. 
The oness that exempts an employer from 
continuing to pay his employee is not the 
standard oness that exempts one from liability 
for a transgression (oness Rachmana patrei). 
Rather, it is a presumption (umdana) that the 
employment commitment did not include such 
a situation and he did not intend to bind himself 
to this commitment in this situation. Therefore, 
since no one would expect that registering for 
a playgroup should prevent someone from 
taking a job out of town, it qualifies for the oness 

Mrs. Rosenberg was attending the wedding of a 
cousin. Toward the end, an acquaintance, Mrs. 
Fine, approached her. “I have a shidduch for your 
daughter Sara,” Mrs. Fine said, “a fellow named 
Avraham Rubin.”

“What can you tell me about him?” asked Mrs. Rosenberg. Just then, her cellphone rang. 
“Excuse me,” she said. “It’s my husband.”
“Hello, what’s happening?” Mrs. Rosenberg asked her husband.
“We have a ride home with the Steins now,” replied Mr. Rosenberg. “Can you be ready in five 
minutes?” 
“Let me just wish mazel tov and say goodbye,” said Mrs. Rosenberg.
“I’m sorry, but we have to leave now,” Mrs. Rosenberg said to Mrs. Fine. “I’ll be happy to follow 
up by phone.”
While riding home, Mrs. Stein turned to Mrs. Rosenberg. “Can I suggest a shidduch for your 
daughter Sara?”
“Sure, I’m happy to hear,” said Mrs. Rosenberg.
“It’s my next-door neighbor,” said Mrs. Stein. “He’s a budding talmid chacham and has 
wonderful middos.”
“What is his name?” asked Mrs. Rosenberg.
“His name is Avraham Rubin,” said Mrs. Stein. During the remainder of the ride, Mrs. Stein 
and Mrs. Rosenberg discussed the shidduch and decided to pursue it.
Later in the week, Mrs. Fine called. “Avraham’s next-door neighbor also suggested the 
shidduch when they took us home from the wedding,” said Mrs. Rosenberg. “We followed 
through with them.”
A few months later, Avraham and Sara 
got engaged. Mrs. Fine wished Mrs. 
Rosenberg a hearty mazel tov. “Do 
you remember that I first suggested 
Avraham?” said Mrs. Fine.
“Yes, indeed,” said Mrs. Rosenberg. 
“You had the right idea!”
“It would be appropriate to give me 
some shadchan gelt (payment) in 
appreciation,” said Mrs. Fine. 
“But you did nothing other than mention 
his name,” replied Mrs. Rosenberg. 
“Avraham’s neighbors suggested the 
shidduch on their own and followed 
through with it.”
“I still should get something for 
beginning the shidduch by suggesting 
the name,” said Mrs. Fine.
“I don’t know if that is even called 
beginning!” replied Mrs. Rosenberg. “I’ll 
have my husband check with Rabbi Dayan.”
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did you know?
Buying and/or serving non-kosher 

food in business settings can 
present shailos of benefiting from 
basar b'chalav and shailos of doing 

commerce with neveilos?  

If your business purchases and/
or serves non-kosher food, please 
speak to your Rav or contact the 

Business Halacha Institute for 
guidance.
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exemption. 
When a family considers moving to take a job 
out of town, their child’s playgroup is not a major 
factor in that decision. In contrast, deciding to 
go to the Catskills for the summer is not a major 
decision, and existing commitments to send a 
child to a local day camp will be considered. 
Therefore, when one registers his child in 
day camp, it is assumed that the possibility of 
going to the Catskills was rejected and thus the 
commitment to the camp is binding.
Precedent for this is found in the following case. 
Reuven and Shimon pooled together funds so 
that Shimon could lend it to a governor. After 
the loan was issued, Shimon moved to that 
governor’s land, which prevented him from 
demanding repayment of the loan. Although 
Reuven insisted that Shimon collect the loan, 
Poskim wrote that Shimon was not obligated 
to attempt to collect the loan if doing so would 
anger the governor. The fact that Shimon moved 
onto the governor’s property is considered an 
oness, since it is assumed that he could not find 
another place to live and would not be able to 
earn a comparable living if he settled elsewhere 
(Rosh 89:1; Shulchan Aruch, C.M. 176:11, 47; 
Nesivos 26). Partners have obligations to one 
another similar to an employment agreement 
and yet we see that when one partner has to 
move, it is considered an oness that releases 
him from his obligations. This clearly illustrates 
that if Shimon would not refrain from moving 
to the governor’s land even though moving will 
obviate collecting his loan, it is considered an 
oness and he is released from the commitment 
he made to his partner.
Similarly, since it is clear that a family would 
not refrain from taking a better job out of 
town because of a commitment to their 
child’s playgroup, the family is released from 
their original commitment (see Playgroups in 
Halachah, p. 50). 

money matters

“Do we owe Mrs. Fine anything for initially suggesting Avraham?” asked Mr. Rosenberg.
“The primary payment is to the one who carried the shidduch to fruition,” replied Rabbi 
Dayan. “However, partial payment is warranted if Mrs. Fine facilitated the shidduch.”
“Could you please explain?” asked Mr. Rosenberg.
“A shadchan is entitled to payment for facilitating a shidduch,” Rabbi Dayan began to 
explain. “In some cases it suffices to suggest the people to each other, who might not have 
considered the shidduch otherwise. In most cases a more active role is required to mediate 
the meeting of the couple. In other cases the shadchan might have to bring the sides to agree 
to monetary arrangements. However, his actions must always contribute to facilitating the 
shidduch. When one shadchan begins the process and another concludes, the practice is 
to share the payment” (Pischei Teshuvah 185:3; Aruch Hashulchan, C.M. 185:12, E.H. 50:42).
“How does this relate to our case?” asked Mr. Rosenberg.
“Mrs. Fine initially suggested Avraham, but her suggestion did not facilitate the shidduch at 
all; it was suggested independently and pursued by Mrs. Stein,” said Rabbi Dayan. “Although 
one who began the shidduch is entitled to partial payment for getting the ball rolling, even if 
someone else finished, here Mrs. Fine did not accomplish anything” (Shev Yaakov, C.M. #13).
“However, if Mrs. Fine piqued Mrs. Rosenberg’s interest by mentioning the name, so that 
she was more open to hearing the suggestion than she would have been otherwise,” 
concluded Rabbi Dayan, “she deserves some small amount. Regardless, I should point out 
that it would have been proper to follow through with Mrs. Fine, or at least mention to Mrs. 
Stein that someone had already suggested that shidduch, unless you felt that Mrs. Stein 
could follow through more successfully” (Pischei Choshen, Sechirus 14:8).
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story line

Order of Inheritance

Q: What is the order of inheritance according to Halachah?
A: The Torah defines the order of inheritance in Parashas Pinchas (Bamidbar 27:8-11). 
The laws are further delineated in the Gemara (B.B. 115a) and Shulchan Aruch (C.M. 276ff).
The default halachic order of inheritance is: 1) sons; 2) daughters; 3) father; 4) brothers; 
5) sisters; 6) paternal grandfather; 7) uncles [father’s brothers]; 8) cousins [children of the 
uncles]; 9) aunts [father’s sisters]; 10) cousins [children of the aunts]. 
If an inheritor already died but has descendants, they inherit in his place. Thus if a son 
died in his father’s lifetime but left a daughter, she inherits from her grandfather in place 
of her father along with the other sons, and she precedes the person’s own daughters. 
Similarly, children of cousins from the father’s brother precede the aunt.
A husband inherits from his wife and precedes her descendants, but a woman does not 
inherit from her husband. Similarly, a son inherits from his mother in his lifetime, but a 
mother does not inherit from her son.
A man’s firstborn son inherits a double portion of his father’s estate.
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