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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Shabbos 21b) cites R’ Yirmiyah’s opinion that one 
may not benefit from the light of Chanukah candles. Rashi says 
that benefiting would create doubt that one’s motive was to fulfill 
the mitzvah. The Ran suggests that since Chanukah candles 
commemorate the miraculous event of the Menorah in the Beis 
HaMikdash, and since one may not benefit from the light of that 
Menorah, so too, we may not benefit from the Chanukah 
Menorah. The Chochmas Shlomo, commenting on the Shulchan 
Aruch (j”ut 673) challenges this theory from the Gemara 
(Succah 53a) which states that the light generated during the  
Simchas Beis HaShoevah was so great that it illuminated every 
courtyard in Yerushalayim, and a woman was able to sort grain 
by that light. Thus, the light fueled by sacred oil was apparently 
usable, and the Midrash adds that the words lz ,hz ina lhkt ujehu 
imply that use of the olive oil for light was to be lhkt – available 
for benefit. The Beis Yisroel (cited in Minchas Yitzchok 2:121) 
notes that the Gemara (Kesubos 106a) states that the Sofrim in 
Yerushalayim would correct mistakes in Sifrei Torah of 
individuals, and be paid from Terumas HaLishkah – the 
communal funds collected to purchase Korbanos. Rashi explains 
that there was such laxity among the people who allowed their 
Sifrei Torah to remain Posul, that it was necessary to 
conditionally permit these funds to be used, under the rule of 
ovhkg vb,n s”c ck. Similarly, where all of Yerushalayim was lit 
up using sacred oil and it was impossible to avoid benefiting from 
it, the theory of ovhkg vb,n s”c ck applied to permit it. However 
on Chanukah, where it is possible to avoid benefiting from the 
light, the theory of ovhkg vb,n s”c ck would not apply, and use of 
the Chanukah candles, as the Menorah’s should have been, would 
remain forbidden.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would a thief not be required to return what he stole or 
make restitution because he used it for a mitzvah ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(May one buy on approval, try it out and then return it for a refund ?)   
If the buyer returns the item for a refund after using it, if the 
seller cashed the check or used the money paid, the money turns 
out to have been a loan to the seller, and now, the buyer is getting 
back more than he paid (in the form of the use he had from the 
item), which is Ribis. (See s”uh 174:1) The seller must hold the 
check until a decision is made for this transaction to work. 

DIN'S CORNER:  
When separating non-food items on Shabbos, such as books or 
clothing, if one mistakenly selected something he didn’t want, he 
should use it briefly before discarding it. If the item desired is at 
the bottom of a pile, he may/should shift everything over and then 
take the desired item. (Kaf HaChaim 319:25)    

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Mishna (Makos 21b) states that it is possible for one to plow 
a single furrow of farm land and transgress eight prohibitions in 
that one act, as follows: He plows with 1) an ox and donkey 
together, 2&3) which are Hekdesh, 4) and plows over ground 
where seeds of grain and grape are lying mixed together, 5) 
during Shemitah, 6) on Yom Tov, 7) in a cemetery, and he is a 
Kohen, 8) and a Nazir. The Gemara proceeds to suggest how 
other prohibitions could have been transgressed as well in the 
course of plowing, such as the possibility that while the furrow 
was being plowed, he could have also removed the Choshen from 
the Kohen Gadol’s Ephod (suptv kgn iaujv jzh tku) or removed 
the poles from the Aron HaKodesh (ubnn uruxh tk).  The Aruch 
LaNer asks why the Gemara did not suggest an Issur that would 
appear to be a lot more relevant to the scenario, i.e. the more real 
possibility that he might have torn his garment while in the act of 
plowing. Since one who tears Bigdei Kehunah transgresses the 
Issur of greh tk, this would seem more common and probable 
than some of the Gemara’s other separate and unrelated 
suggestions which seemed a bit far-fetched. Although the Aruch 
LaNer does not answer this question, the Minchas Yehudah 
suggests that the Issur of greh tk would not have been relevant to 
the Gemara for the following reason: One generally transgresses 
greh tk only when he tears a garment in a destructive manner 
(v,jav lrs). As such, if while engaged in plowing it was 
impossible to avoid tearing his garment, such an act could not be 
deemed a purposeful v,jav lrs. If it was avoidable, but he 
intentionally and purposefully tore his garment, albeit v,jav lrs, 
then it would represent an additional, unrelated act, and not an 
integral part of the plowing act. As such, it would be no more 
appropriate than removing the poles of the Aron, also an 
unrelated act, while he was plowing.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A businessman owed $10,000 to a creditor. After the creditor made 
periodic demands for the money without success, he gave up and, 
despite the fact that he needed the money, he put the debt out of his 
mind. One morning, his wife said to him that she did not sleep well the 
night before, as she had seen the debtor in a dream, and he had 
appeared to be asking for something. She encouraged her husband to 
try once again to collect the debt. The husband did not put much stock 
in her dream, but made the phone call anyway. When he gave his name 
to the debtor’s wife, she informed him that today was the 30

th

 day since 
the debtor’s Petirah. The creditor had not heard of the Petirah but it 
now seemed as if the debtor’s soul was unable to find peace because of 
the debt. The creditor’s Rav pointed out to him that earlier, forgiving a 
debt, even as a Chesed, would not have been warranted or expected. 
But at this point, Mechilah would be a Chesed Shel Emes, an 
opportunity that does not come often, and he should take advantage.     
P.S.  Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Redlich family.  


