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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Kesubos 30a) brings a Machlokes between R’ 
Nechunia b. Hakanah and the Chachomim  regarding one who 
burns someone’s grain on Yom Kippur. All would agree that if he 
did so on Shabbos, he would not be liable to pay for the damage, 
because he would be held for execution over the Chilul Shabbos, 
and under the rule of: vhbhn vcrsc vhk oe whoever incurs both a 
death penalty and a monetary liability from the same act is 
exempt from the monetary obligation. On Yom Kippur however, 
he would not be liable for a Beis Din execution, but rather for 
Kareis, which is administered from Shomayim. R’ Nechunia holds 
that nevertheless the same rule applies to exempt him from 
payment, while the Chachomim hold that the rule only applies to 
ihs ,hc ,,hn. The Parashas Derachim (Drush 5) asks, according 
to R’ Nechunia, how could Hashem have adjudged the Egyptians 
for both death (hfbt is) as well as money (kusd aufrc utmh) if the 
rule of vhbhn vcrsc vhk oe also applies to Shomayim ? The 
Tenuvos Baruch suggests that the words o,ut ubgu ouscgu are not 
referring to the same offense - ouscgu refers to the early labor in 
Egypt, during which the Bnei Yisroel were lured into eventual 
slavery by Pharaoh’s false promises and schemes, for which the 
Egyptians were liable monetarily, while ubgu refers to the sucga of 
Bnei Yisroel lrpc, for which the Egyptians were sentenced v,hnk. 
As such, the rule of vhbhn vcrsc vhk oe would not apply to exempt 
them from the monetary obligation. This may be implied from the 
Posuk which initially lists both o,ut ubgu ouscgu in describing the 
future experience of Bnei Yisroel in Egypt, and then only lists 
usucgh in the next Posuk: hfbt is usucgh rat hudv ,t odu – Hashem 
will also judge them for the labor, after which kusd aufrc utmh, 
which will be the result of the additional ihs over the vsucg alone.  
QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would one who is looking to say Tachanun in Mincha have 
to wait until a certain time in the afternoon beyond the proper 
time for Mincha Gedolah, in order  to do so ?         

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When may one study but not memorize ?)  
One may study for an upcoming test, even on Shabbos, because 
acquiring knowledge is considered an immediate use, and not 
preparation on Shabbos for a weekday. However, if one simply 
memorizes the material to spew it back out on the test, then he has 
not acquired it, and the test preparation might be viewed as vbfv 
on Shabbos. (Shemiras Shabbos K’Hilchaso 28:84:206)      

DIN'S CORNER:  
One may deposit money with a gentile before Shabbos with 
instructions to purchase something for the Jew, as long as he does 
not instruct the gentile to purchase it on Shabbos and provided 
there is opportunity for the purchase to be made on a weekday. If 
the only market day for the item is on Shabbos, it is as if he 
instructed him specifically, and is therefore Assur. (MB 307:15)   

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Bava Metzia 118a) discusses the question of paying 
one for watching fields during Shemitah to ensure that the grain 
necessary for Omer and Shtei HaLechem will be available. The 
Tanna Kamma holds that if he is not paid, he will acquire the 
grain for himself and not for the Tzibur, simply by watching it, 
since hbe repvc vycv – gazing at something ownerless can acquire  
it. Tosafos (ibid 2a) asks, if so, why does the Gemara suggest that 
a person who finds something will say both “vh,tmn hbt” and also 
“hka  vkuf” because vh,tmn hbt alone includes simply seeing a 
lost object, and seeing it is not sufficient to acquire it. Tosafos 
answers that hbe repvc vycv still requires some small act of 
acquisition besides looking at it. The vguna ihch suggests that after 
Hashem told Avram to look at the whole of Eretz Canaan, Avram 
setup his tent (orct kvthu) in order to complete his vycv with an 
act of acquisition, as Tosafos stated. Was Eretz Canaan repv ? 
One could suggest that there are two kinds of Hefker – one where 
something was owned by someone who made it Hefker, where 
perhaps a stronger ihbe is needed now, versus where the thing was 
never owned by anyone, requiring a lesser ihbe.  The question was 
raised regarding the Hefker of Shemitah. The MaHarit (1:2) cites 
the Beis Yosef who held that on Shemitah, one must proactively 
render one’s fields Hefker, whereas the MaHarit himself held that 
Shemitah itself causes the fields to be ownerless. According to the 
Beis Yosef, perhaps an additional act of acquisition would be 
necessary since the fields had been owned by someone before 
Shemitah, and he was forced to release them to Hefker. On the 
other hand, since the Torah made it an obligatory mitzvah to do 
so, his (reluctant) willingness can be entirely discounted, and no 
additional act would be necessary. Even if Eretz Canaan was 
Hefker at the time, the fact that the actual taking of possession by 
Bnei Yisroel was in the future would have required an act by 
Avram to supplement his vycv at this time.    

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R' Yaakov Yisroel Kanievski (the “Steipler”), was visited one day by his 
son-in-law, R’ Shaul. The Steipler seemed to be agitated and his son-in-
law asked what was bothering him so. Pointing to his set of Teshuvos 
Chasam Sofer, the Steipler stated his fear that the set was not authentic, 
that some of the Teshuvos were “forgeries”.  His suspicion was based 
on the fact that his brother-in-law, the Chazon Ish had asked him a 
question, to which he replied that a certain Teshuvah by the Chasam 
Sofer discussed the topic. The Chazon Ish said there was no mention of 
this in the Teshuvos Chasam Sofer. When the Steipler found a moment 
to check, he found the Teshuvah that he had thought of, and it did 
discuss the topic. “If the Chazon Ish says that the Chasam Sofer does 
not mention it, my edition of the Teshuvos must be a forgery !” the 
Steipler lamented. However, the next day the Chazon Ish called the 
Steipler to admit he was mistaken, thus re-authenticating the Sefarim in 
the Steipler’s eyes.                                                 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. 


