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Aliya 2 | 32:14-30 
 

Examine verse 32:25. Famously 
Ya’akov finds himself alone. Why did 
Ya’akov end up by himself across 

the river? Rashi suggests that Ya’akov 
had left some small jars that he 

returned to collect. The Rashbam & 
Chizkuni surprisingly suggests that 
Ya’akov intended to flee in another 

direction to avoid confrontation with 
his brother. It is for this reason the 

angel struggled with Ya’akov, to keep 
him there, so that he would ’lean in’ & 
confront Eisav, and that G-d’s promise 
of protection from his brother come 
true. The Da’at Zkenim mentions that 
the word ‘levado’  could refer to ‘Beit 
HaBad’ - a small olive press to make 
olive oil. This idea is appropriate with 

Chanukah just around the corner 
reminding us that the miracle of 
finding a ‘kosher’ jar of oil only 

occurred b/c someone in the midst 
of desecration of the Temple had 
the foresight to hide away one jar 

of oil. #planning 

Aliya 3 | 32:31-33:5 
 

See 32:33. Why do we refrain, still today, from eating the 
sinew of the thigh, just because that was where Ya’akov 
suffered his injury? The Rashbam suggests that refraining 
from eating the ‘Gid Hanashe’ reminds us of the strength of 
Ya’akov and the miracle that saved him from the murderous 

angel. Both strength and miracles are in our genes. 
The Da’at Zkenim draws our attention to Ya’akov’s loneliness 
in that moment. Since the rest of his family left him alone & 
vulnerable, we will remind ourselves of the consequences. 
We remember Ya’akov’s injury so that we never leave 

another Jew alone.  
The Seforno suggests the that ’Gid Hanashe’ is devoid of 

taste and would therefore not bring us any benefit in tasting 
it. Carefully observing this command is teaches us not to 

second-guess G-d’s legislation. #lishma 

Aliya 4 | 33:6-20 
 

See verse 34:17. Why does Ya’akov name this place after the 
barn he builds for his animals (‘Succot’) and not the home 

he builds for his family (Beit Yisrael)? Rashi suggests that the 
building of huts indicated a time frame for when Ya’akov stays 

in this place. He must have arrived in the summer when animals 
would require these huts. In the winter, Rashi continues, Ya’akov 

built homes for the people and then more huts the next 
summer, indicating that Ya’akov stayed in that place for 18 

months. It was the building of the huts that defined his stay in 
that place. The Penei David suggests that the obvious name for 

this location should have been Beit Yisrael, considering the 
building there of Jewish homes. The building of Jewish homes 

was nothing new, but the care and concern for animals was 
indeed a new value Ya’akov introduced to the world. This new 

concern for animals is worth commemorating. 

Aliya 6 | 35:12-36:19 
 

See verses 35:16-19.  
Why did Ya’akov bury Rachel on the side of 

the road and not in the nearest city, Bet 
Lechem? The Ramban suggests that Bet 

Lechem was destined to be within the tribal 
land of Yehuda, whereas the road was 
destined to be within the tribal land of 

Binyamin. It was preferable for Rachel to 
buried within the land of her son.  

Rabbeinu Bahya comments that righteous 
women generally have a special honor of 

being buried in the place in which they pass 
(see Bereishit 23 for Sarah burial 

arrangements, Bamidbar 20 for Miriam’s burial 
arrangements). In his commentary Netzach 

Yisrael 2:9 the Maharal suggests that Rachel’s 
remains where to remain on the side of the 
road so her descendants would have easy 

access during times of exile to pray. It would 
have made sense to bury her in the nearest 

town but it would have limited access to 
her grave in the years ahead. 

Aliya 5 | 34:1-35:11 
 

Many important questions are asked 
about the incident b/w Shechem & 

Dina, and the ensuing reactions of her 
brothers & father. The Ohr HaChaim 

suggests that Shimon & Levi killed the 
city of Shechem b/c of a concern of 

their sinful ways, & the threat that was 
upon the Jewish camp. In an act of 

self-defense, and due to their 
violation of the 7 Noahide laws (See 
Rambam Melachim 9:14) killing the 

entire city was permitted.  
The Chidushei HaRim says (rather 

astonishingly) that Shimon & Levi were 
13 years old at the time (they were 

born 7 months apart, see Talmud Nazir 
29b). They reasoned that just as a 

gentile is ‘chayiv mita’ if they observe 
the uniquely Jewish mitzvah of 

Shabbat, so to they are ‘chayav mita’ 
for observing the uniquely Jewish 

mitzvah of Brit Milah. The Chidushei 
HaRim adds that this was the Dvar 

Torah that Shimon & Levi offered in 
honor of their Bar Mitzvah. 

Aliya 7 | 36:20-43 
 

In a series of verses that primarily 
offer the genealogy of the 

descendants of Eisav, examine 
36:24. Why does this verse tell us 

of the innovation of Anah? 
Rashi suggests that Anah was the 

first to cross-breed a donkey and a 
mare, creating a mule. Rashi 
indicates that Anah was the 

product of an incestuous 
relationship between his brother 

Zibeon and his mother.  
- 

Why does the Torah include the 
extensive lineage of Eisav? 
The Radak states that G-d 

specifically mentions all of the 
Chiefs of Seir because Eisav had 

been loved by Yitzchak. Ultimately 
the merit of Yitzchak made the 
descendants of Eisav worthy of 

inclusion in the Torah 

Aliya 1 | 32:4-13 
 

In verses that are rich with diplomacy, 
both the Rabbeinu Bahya & the Ramban 

advise that we carefully examine the 
actions and strategies of Ya’akov, to 
inform how Jews should approach 

diplomacy throughout Jewish history. 
See verse 32:5. What does Ya’akov 

achieve by letting Eisav know where he 
has been these past years? Rashi 

suggests that Ya’akov was telling Eisav 
that the blessings of their father had not 
come true. He was a mere sojourner and 
certainly had not become a master over 
others. Rashbam sees this message as a 
transparent communication with Eisav 

that he had gone to Lavan at the 
command of their parents. He had not 

fled Eisav, rather followed the instructions 
of his parents. The Ohr HaChaim suggests 

that Ya’akov was appealing to Eisav’s 
brotherly love. Brothers are generally 

happy and sad for each other and Ya’akov 
was appealing to this family instinct. 
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