


At the beginning of this week’s sedra 
we read about the first recorded 
real-estate deal. The narration of 
how Avraham Avinu bought the field 
of Machpela from Efron the Hittite 
is incredibly detailed and drawn out. 
We read how Avraham approached 
B’nei Cheit - the locals and requested 
their help. We read about offers and 
counter-offers. We read about false 
magnanimity and finally about the 
settlement and the appropriate burial 
of Sarah.
The Midrash comments on this 
narrative: ‘How many inkwells have 
been spilled, how many quills have 
been broken to write about B’nei 
Cheit - the locals.’ The Midrash is 
referring to the ten times the Torah 
mentions the locals while telling 
us the story of Avraham Avinu’s 
purchase. The Midrash’s issue is that 
we all know how exacting the Torah is 
in its wording. Every word in the Torah 
is precious and not one is redundant. 
With this knowledge in mind, the 
Midrash is asking: Why do we need 
to know about B’nei Cheit ten times? 
What does their ‘deca-appearance’ 
teach us?
The Midrash gives a fascinating 
answer. The ten times Bnei Cheit are 
mentioned correspond to the Ten 
Commandments. The whole narrative, 
the Midrash explains, teaches us 
that anybody who scrutinises the 
transaction of somebody righteous 

h a s  f i g u r a t i v e l y 
upheld all of the Ten 
Commandments.
This Midrash begs for an 
explanation. What does 
Avraham Avinu’s purchase 
have to do with the Ten 
Commandments?
Rabbi Shimon Schwab 

(1908-1995) gives us a great insight 
into this Midrash.
Rabbi Shimon Schwab explains that 
the Ten Commandments are given 
as a package. There is no such thing 
as ‘buffet Yiddishkeit’ - ‘I’ll take a 
little of the herring, some kichel and 
whiskey but no chopped liver for me.’ 
The commandments were given as 
one unit - ‘And Hashem spoke all of 
these...’ (Shemot 20:1) Hashem said 
all of the commandments at once to 
indicate that they all work together. 
Breaking one is like removing one 
card from the bottom of the stack to 
bring everything tumbling down - it 
ruins everything.
The commandment not to covet 
(commandment number ten) is often 
misunderstood. The Rambam explains 
that a person who sees something 
that belongs to a friend of his and he 
likes the object, if he progressively 
offers his friend more money and 
eventually convinces his friend to sell 
him the object, he has transgressed 
this law. 
To an outsider, it would appear that 
that is exactly what Avraham Avinu 
did. Efron did not want to sell the 
land. Avraham Avinu wanted it so 
much that he eventually paid well over 
the odds. This would be the greatest 
scoop for anybody wanting to find 
fault with our Torah. ‘What? You mean 
to say that you have to keep all of 
the commandments? Avraham Avinu 

didn’t’ - a detractor would say. ‘If he 
could choose which not to keep, so 
can you!’ Like this the tower would 
collapse.
To pre-empt such an argument 
ever taking place, the Torah brings 
witnesses - Bnei Cheit - who knew that 
it was not a case of Avraham Avinu 
having to convince Efron to sell the 
field. Efron wanted to sell it all along. 
He was just greedy and a smooth 
operator who wanted to capitalise on 
Avraham’s exceptional kavod hameit 
- respect for the deceased.
This is why so many inkwells had to 
be spilled and so many quills had to 
be broken - to ensure that we would 
know for eternity that Avraham Avinu 
never would transgress any of the 

commandments. This also teaches us 
the timeless lesson that our obligation 
is to keep as much as possible - Heaven 
forbid that we should pull any cards 
out from the stack to bring everything 
tumbling down.
Sometimes a person will try to 
rationalise why a mitzvah does not 
apply to themselves. This falsehood 
is addressed by a wonderful idea 
presented by Rav Elyakim Schlesinger 
in Sefer Beis Av.
There is an interesting Midrash: 
When Hashem gave the Torah to the 
Jewish people, He gave them positive 
and negative commandments, and 
He gave the king his own set of 
commandments such as ‘Do not take 
too many wives’. 
Shlomo HaMelech said that this 
mitzvah did not apply to him. He 

felt that he could have many wives 
without being negatively affected. 
At that moment, the letter ‘yud’ at 
the beginning of the word ‘yarbeh’ 
in the verse ‘Lo yarbeh lo nashim - do 
not take too many wives’ came and 
complained before Hashem that 
Shlomo HaMelech was ignoring him. 
‘Today it is a little ‘yud’, tomorrow it 
will be the word, until the entire Torah 
is nullified.’  Hashem responded to 
the ‘yud’, ‘Shlomo and a thousand 
like him will become nullified, but 
even the little point of the ‘yud’ will 
not become nullified.’ The Midrash 
concludes, ‘Shlomo HaMelech took 
many wives and in fact they affected 
him.’
This, as explained by Rav Schlesinger, 
is the very idea discussed above. 
Shlomo HaMelech has tried to make 
a small part of the Torah redundant. 
Such a thing is not possible. It is one 
package.
If Torah becomes a buffet from which 
one can pick and choose, then it is no 
longer Torah. This is the meaning of 
the Midrash. Let Shlomo fall from his 
stature (where in fact the multiplicity 
of wives should not have affected him) 
I will cause Shlomo embarrassment, 
but that will be worthwhile because 
if we start dismissing the ‘kutzo shel 
yud’ - even the smallest letter, then the 
whole package will unravel. Therefore, 
in order to set a precedent, Hashem 
caused Shlomo to be affected.
The concept of the Torah being 
complete and binding appears in the 
Torah and in Chazal many times. We 
with our limited understanding and 
vision may not always understand 
what is required of us, but truth is 
universal and the Torah is truth.
Our aspirations should be to obey the 
laws of the Torah - all of them.

our obligation is to keep 
as much as possible
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