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Aliya 3 | 22:8-23:7 

Examine verses 22:7-9. 
Why are these Mitzvot all listed 

now?  

Rashi explains that the sequence of 
these Mitzvot helps us understand 
the concept that the reward for a 
Mitzvah is another one. If you send 
away the mother bird, you will have 
the opportunity to build house with 
a fence on the roof. The Ibn Ezra 
explains the sequence of these 
Mitzvot by pointing out they only 
occur during times of security. Once 
the war you are fighting is over, you 
have the opportunity to fulfill these 
other Mitzvot . The Chizkuni 
suggests that the word ‘bayit’ in the 
verse shows that this Halacha 
applies to old/new houses alike. 

Aliya 1 | 21:10-21 

Examine verse 21:10. 

Why does the Torah use the language of 
‘going out’ to war?  

Rashi suggests that we are talking about a 
non-obligatory war. It was forbidden to 
keep captives in wars that were fought 
within the borders of Israel. For this reason 
the Torah says that this is a war outside the 
borders of Israel. The Ibn Ezra points out 
that the discussion of Egla Arufa (see 
21:1-10) is juxtaposed to this discussion of 
going out to war because these halachot 
do not apply during war or outside of the 
borders of Israel. The Ohr HaChaim 
suggests that someone may volunteer for 
war knowing that certain Halachot are 
relaxed. The Torah is explicit about the 
purpose  of the war and against whom it is 
being fought. 

Aliya 2 | 21:22-22:7 

Examine verse 21:22. 
What is the purpose of this ‘hanging’? 

Rashi suggests that the person who is 
found guilty and condemned to the 
death penalty was most likely a Ben 
Sorer Umoreh (see 21:18-21) whose 
parents d id not implement the 
appropriate Halachic steps. The 
Chizkuni points out that the gallows 
upon which the deceased is hanged is 
called a tree because of the material it 
was made of. We don’t actually hang the 
deceased from a living tree. The Ohr 
HaChaim suggests that when the Torah 
says you should hang the deceased on a 
living tree, it is referring to placing the 
responsibility of implementing the death 
penalty upon the Sages. That is a heavy 
responsibility for them.

Aliya 4 | 23:8-24 

Examine verse 23:8. 
What is this command? What is the 

nature of this Mitzvah? 

Rashi suggests that this Mitzvah needs to 
be stated because there is reason to hate 
the Edomite. With their history of 
aggression towards us, we may feel it 
appropriate to hate them; the Torah says 
not to. Rabbeinu Bahya points out that 
we are required to hate the nations of 
Ammon & Mo’av because they seduced 
the Jewish people to sin. If the grievous 
sin is physical harm, we create more 
space to recognize the goodness of that 
generation. The Da’at Zkenim suggests 
that we may hate them because they 
didn’t let us pass through their land, but 
we have to remember that they are our 
cousins. 

Aliya 5 | 23:25-24:4 

Examine verse 23:25. 
What is the underlying point of this 
verse? What sensitivity does it bring 

to the surface?  

Rashi points out that the circumstances 
here are speaking of laborers working in 
the field. Rabbeinu Bahya suggests that 
it is cruel to ask workers to work a field & 
restrict their ability to eat of the produce 
they are harvesting. It is for this reason 
the Torah places significant restrictions 
on the laborers to only eat as much that 
satiates them. The Ibn Ezra draws our 
attention to the previous verse. He 
suggests that it is relevant to this 
instruction because one cannot violate a 
vow to eat this food. It seems that there 
is a vow that an employee undertakes 
which is to use his time to work for the 
employer. Perhaps the Torah permits 
employees to eat on the job so they 
don’t use their time to eat their lunch.

Aliya 6 | 24:5-13 

Examine verse 24:6.  
What is the Torah forbidding here? 

Rashi suggests that one should not take 
away tools that are used to prepare food. A 
person needs the basic tools to prepare food 
and one should not have that taken away. 
Rabbeinu Bahya suggests that the only way 
for this person to get out of debt is to make 
produce and create income. If you take away 
his ability to do so, you will condemn him to 
a life of poverty. The Chizkuni points out that 
it is unusual the creditor should have a say in 
that which is taken as a pledge. This is an 
instruction to pay attention when you are in a 
position of influence. 

Aliya 7 | 24:14-25:19 

Examine verse 24:15. 

What is the reason behind this Mitzvah?  

Rashi points out that this employee jeopardizes 
his life for the position in which he is employed. 
The Rashbam points out that the worker 
jeopardizes certain income by going to work 
instead of ‘begging’. Ibn Ezra suggests that this is 
written as a negative commandment to bring 
home its significance. The Ohr HaChaim suggests 
that one could think that withholding wages is 
simply an issue of thievery. Due to the language 
of the verse (“and his life depends on it...”) the 
nature of this Mitzvah is changed to one of life or 
death. 
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