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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Berachos 19b) states that if one finds Shaatnez in 
his clothing he must remove the garment immediately, despite the 
obvious indignity. Yet, the Gemara asks, an elderly man need not 
pick up and return a lost object, if doing so is beneath his dignity. 
The Gemara explains that this exemption is derived from a 
Posuk, and it applies only to monetary obligations. Accordingly, 
the Gemara (Nedarim 39b) states that there are no limitations on 
the mitzvah of Bikur Cholim – even an important person is 
obligated to visit a “lesser” person, regardless of dignity concerns. 
Yet, the Shitah Mekubetzes seems to consider Bikur Cholim as 
being the same as Hashovas Aveidah. The Gemara (Sanhedrin 
73a) states that we derive from: lgr os kg sung, tk an obligation 
to save another man’s life, and the Gemara asks, why not derive 
it from Hashovas Aveidah – if we must return a lost item we must 
certainly “return” his life to him. Chochmas Shlomo (n”uj 426:1) 
points out that if we derive it from Hashovas Aveidah, an elderly 
person might be exempt, whereas sung, tk would allow no 
exemption. But didn’t the Gemara limit an elderly exemption to 
monetary obligations ? How could it be used to exempt him from 
saving a life ? R’ Shmuel Rozovsky suggests that a monetary 
mitzvah is not simply an obligation to pay money, but is rather the 
right of someone to demand fulfillment by others. For example, a 
servant may demand that his master fulfill vebgv and a parent may 
demand that a child fulfill suchf. By the same token, if someone in 
danger demands that another save him to fulfill sung, tk, that too 
can be characterized as monetary, as would be the demand of a 
sick person that he be visited. The Chofetz Chaim (sxj ,cvt 3) 
states that visiting the sick without davening for them is an 
incomplete mitzvah, and sometimes one should only daven and 
not visit. Yekar Tiferes explains that Sarai told Avram: lhkg hxnj 
where hxnj is a word sourced in xnj (theft), rather than h,nj 
(anger) because she had a right to demand that he daven for her 
too (see Rashi), and as she had thus been deprived, he owed her.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When does one cut a piece from his bread before saying thmunv ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When could one not make up a missed Tefilah after saying the first one ?)  
The Derech HaChaim (from the Nesivos) p. 41 states that one’s 
ability to be Mashlim a Tefilah expires LeChatchila when the 
Zman of the current Tefilah ends. Since the Zman of Maariv ends 
at Chatzos, though one may BeDieved daven later, if one davened 
Maariv Shemona Esrei just before Chatzos, he could not daven 
the Tashlumin after Chatzos. However, if he davened Maariv 
itself after Chatzos, then he could daven the Tashlumin as well.   

DIN'S CORNER:  
One should wear special and different garments on Shabbos than 
those that he wears during the week (including a Shabbos Talis). 
If one cannot do so, he should at least stretch or lower his 
garments to reach towards the floor on Shabbos. (MB 262:2) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Rambam (ohfkn 9:1) states that the 7 Noachide mitzvos plus 
the prohibition against eating from a live animal (hjv in rct) 
were the only laws in existence until the time of Avrohom Avinu, 
who was then charged with the mitzvah of Milah, followed by 
Yitzchok who fulfilled the mitzvah of giving Maaser. The 
Raavad argues that Avrohom had already given Maaser, as the 
Posuk states: kfn ragn uk i,hu. The Meforshim wonder about 
Avrohom’s Maaser, since he did not keep any of the plunder but 
returned it all to the king of Sodom. The Ramban says that 
Avrohom separated Maaser from it before returning it. The 
Magid Mishna cites the Gemara (Bava Metzia 24b) which states 
that when one finds a lost item which he is permitted Halachically 
to keep, if someone comes forward and identifies it as his, a pious 
finder will return it to him ihsv ,ruan ohbpk. However, since he 
could Halachically keep it, he would still be obligated to separate 
Maaser from it (as income), from his own pocket. Thus 
Avrohom, who chose to return the plunder, which he had every 
right to keep, was nevertheless obligated ihsv ,ruan ohbpk to 
separate Maaser for it, from his own pocket. Despite this 
apparently clear example of Avrohom Avinu giving Maaser 
Kesafim, many Poskim point out that we do not find Avrohom 
separating Maaser Kesafim anywhere else, nor do we find that 
Yaakov separated Maaser prior to his promise to do so, made at a 
time when he found himself in difficulties. In fact, the BaCH (s”uh 
331) states that Maaser Kesafim is not a Scriptural nor a Rabbinic 
obligation, but is at best, a minhag, which is disputed by the Sifri 
quoted in Tosafos (Taanis 9a) deriving from lgrz ,tuc, “kf ,t” 
rag, rag  to include interest and investment income in the 
Maaser obligation. The BaCH’s son-in-law - the TaZ, agrees with 
the Sifri, finding it to be Rabbinic, and citing it as the source for a 
custom to force every Chasan, upon his receiving a “Nadin”, to 
separate Maaser from it, for distribution to his poor relatives. 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
When R’ Yisroel Salanter was on his way to Bialystok for his son’s 
wedding, he stopped off in Lomza, where he was visited by several of 
the city’s dignitaries. Among the topics discussed was their discontent 
with the Rav, R’ Yehoshua Leib Diskin. The visitors complained that R’ 
Yehoshua Leib, instead of giving respect to the wealthy, only respected 
the Torah teachers. Also, he was so busy learning that he did not take 
care of the town’s needs. As R’ Yisroel was here, perhaps he could settle 
the brewing Machlokes. R’ Yisroel asked what they had in mind and they 
replied that they were willing to collect some money, give it to R’ 
Yehoshua Leib if he would seek another position, and thereby preserve 
Shalom in the city. R’ Yisroel told them to come back tomorrow. When 
they returned, R’ Yisroel said that he didn’t think it was a good idea to 
send away a Rav, since a Tzadik takes the beauty and glory with him 
when he leaves. Besides, he had found that most of the Talmidei 
Chachomim and Yerei Shomayim liked the Rav, and to cause them 
distress would certainly not bring the Shalom that they were seeking. So 
R’ Yisroel’s solution was that he would collect some money and give it 
to them - the 3 or 4 wealthy people who were not happy with the Rav, 
and encourage them to move away, so as to preserve the city’s Shalom.  

P.S . Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Weinstock family.     


