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IMPORTANCE OF ....
The Gemara (Pesachim 7b) derives that one must perform
Bedikas Chometz to the light of a candle from a Gezerah Shaveh
where one Posuk states: ofh,cc tmnh tk ruta (chometz) and the
other states: tmnhu vkf iyecu kjv kusdc apjhu, regarding the
search for Yosef's goblet. Since both Pesukim contain the word
tmnh, and in the case of the goblet, the "finding" came about
through "searching" (apjhu), we derive the requirement to search
for the chometz. (The candle is derived from other Pesukim which
use apjhu) The MaHarsha asks why the Gemara did not utilize
the apjhu Posuk regarding Lavan's search for his idols, which is
found earlier in the Torah. The Rema (j"ut 432:2) states that it is
customary before Bedikas Chometz to place crumbs of chometz in
places where they will be found so as to avoid a wasted brocho.
Some Meforshim ask how, having done so, could the "search" be
a fulfillment of apjhu and the "finding" be a fulfillment of tmnh if
he himself placed the crumbs or at least knows where they are
from the start ? The Tchebiner Rav quoted an answer from an old
Jew in Cracow who pointed out that this is exactly why the
Gemara derives apjhu and tmnhu from Yosef's goblet. There too,
the goblet was placed in Binyomin's bag by Yosef's servant and
later, when the goblet was discovered in Binyomin's bag, it was
the servant who "found" it there. Still, we see that the Torah used
the words apjhu and tmnhu to describe these activities. As such,
the MaHarsha's question is answered as well. If the apjhu of
Lavan had been used, we might never have derived that apjhu and
tmnhu could apply to something hidden by the finder himself,
since it was not Lavan himself who had hidden the idols, but
Rochel.

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:
Someone was sentenced to death just before Shabbos (execution
to take place after Shabbos) and during Shabbos, a wall falls on
him. May we dig him out - rescue him on Shabbos ?

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:
(If one sold a garment to buy a Chanukah candle, should he use it for Shabbos ?)
The Mishneh Halachos (8:230) cites the Magen Avraham (678:2)
who concedes that today, when we light inside the house, we
should light a Ner Chanukah and it will provide the rut that
Shabbos requires. Even though one may not use the rut, a case
of need such as this may be similar to a case of danger.

DIN'S CORNER:
If one forgot to say the words vfrck rynu ky i,u where he was
supposed to say it (from Dec. 5 until Pesach) in the middle of
ubhkg lrc, he should add it in: a) before completing the brocho of
ubhkg lrc; b) before rpuac ge,; c) during ubkue gna; d) just after
ubkue gna. Past that, he must go back to ubhkg lrc, and if he has
finished Shemona Esrei, he must daven again. (MB 117:15-19)

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....
The Gemara (Sanhedrin 74a) states that even according to R'
Yishmael, if one is told to publicly worship Avodah Zara or else
be killed, he must suffer death rather than commit idolatry.
However, if he ignores the Halacha and worships to save himself,
he is liable not for the Avodah Zara but rather for transgressing
h,asebu, the mitzvah requiring one to sanctify Hashem's name.
The Rambam (vru,v hsuxh 5:3-4) applies this to other mitzvos as
well during a time of Gezerah (oppression), adding that Beis Din
may not administer punishment in such a case. However, where
someone is in danger for some other reason and to save himself,
he commits idolatry, he is liable for the Avodah Zara, and the
Rambam (ibid 5:6) states that Beis Din may administer the
appropriate punishment. The Taz (j"ut 670:3) discusses the
difference between Purim and Chanukah regarding a Seudah. On
Purim there is a Chiyuv to eat a Seudah because our salvation was
physical, where lives were saved. We therefore celebrate
physically, with a meal. The victory on Chanukah was spiritual,
restoring our right to perform mitzvos, and as such, requires no
meal. The Taz asks: was there not also a physical (military)
victory on Chanukah, which should necessitate a Seudah ? The
Chidushei HaRim explains that with regard to Purim, the Jews
were sentenced to death by Achashveirosh's decree. Their only
way out would be to "convert" or otherwise behave in an
idolatrous manner. Such behavior would warrant a punishment
appropriate for Avodah Zara - death by stoning. Since the Jews
were rescued by Hashem's intervening miracle, they were saved
from that potential punishment and as such, a Seudah is in order.
On Chanukah, the Greeks issued decrees against keeping mitzvos.
As such, Jews were required to give up their lives. However,
failure to do so would only have been a violation of h,asebu, for
which there would be no punishment. As such, Hashem's
intervening assistance did not save them from a Psak of v,hn and
for this reason, no Seudah is required.

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  

A wealthy woman in Yassi, Rumania came to see R’ Yisroel Guttman, 

the Rav of the city, and complained to him about her husband. With 

much bitterness, she told the Rav how much she suffered at his hands 

and she stated that she would not leave until the Rav promised to 

arrange her divorce. R’ Yisroel did not attempt to dissuade her and 

agreed readily to her request. “But you must fulfill one condition of 

mine”, he told her. “For the next 4 Fridays you must go to the poor of 

the city and distribute bread, meat and wine for Shabbos to them. After 

one month, I will arrange your divorce”. The woman agreed and after a 

month, when she did not return to him, R’ Yisroel sent for her and 

asked her why. She replied: “I am grateful for the Rav’s wisdom. After 

witnessing the problems and difficulties of the poor, I realize that my 

problems are nothing in comparison and have decided not to divorce".

P.S. Sholosh Seudos is sponsored by the Tyberg family.


