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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Mishna (Arachin 28a) states R’ Eliezer’s opinion that one 
may not donate all his possessions to Cherem (segregated 
property donated to Hekdesh which the Torah grants to a Kohen), 
and if he does so, the designation is not effective. This is derived 
from the words: vnvcu ostn uk rat kfn, which permits Cherem 
donations  only “from” that which he owns, and not all.  R’ 
Elazar b. Azaryeh adds that if one may not donate everything he 
owns to Cherem, how much more so is one obligated to care for 
his possessions and not give them all away to others. However, 
the Gemara (Bava Metzia 10a) states that one may acquire Peah 
for a poor person, though by doing so he deprives other poor 
people from it. The Gemara’s rationale is that theoretically, he 
could have relinquished ownership of all of his own possessions, 
making him poor and eligible to take Peah. Since then he would 
have been able to acquire it for himself, he has the right to acquire 
it for another poor person. However, in light of the above Mishna 
how could he disown all his possessions?  The Divrei Malkiel 
(n”uj 102) notes that R’ Eliezer’s Posuk (vnvcu ostn uk rat kfn) 
is talking specifically about Cherem. Perhaps R’ Eliezer limits his 
restriction only to Cherem, allowing one to donate or disown to 
his heart’s content in other areas. However, the Toras Kohanim 
derives a similar ruling from the Posuk: u,zujtn rfnu lhjt lunh hf  
where the Midrash focuses on u,zujtn to derive that one may 
only sell portions “from” one’s possessions, but  not all of them, 
and the Midrash also quotes R’ Elazar b. Azaryeh’s observation, 
thus applying the restriction to selling as well. The Divrei Malkiel 
concludes that just as the laws of Bal Tashchis permit one to 
dispose of unwanted and unnecessary items when circumstances 
require it, so too may one sell off all his possessions if necessary. 
The rule of the Toras Kohanim with regard to selling is thus to be 
viewed only as a recommendation.        

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If one has a Shabbos Talis lying on top of a weekday Talis, may 
he “bypass” the Shabbos Talis and take the weekday one during 
the week, and vice-versa on Shabbos ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Where may one remarry his divorced wife after she had married another ?)  
The Shulchan Aruch (g”vt 155:3,10) rules that a minor girl whose 
mother or brother married her off may leave her husband using  
iuthn. If she did this after having been divorced from him earlier 
(and remarrying him), then the iuthn dissolves the earlier divorce. 
If she now marries another and gets divorced, she may go back to 
the first husband, who is deemed never to have divorced her.   

DIN'S CORNER:  
One may give one’s car to a gentile repair shop on Friday with the 
expectation that the repairs will be completed by Sunday, 
provided that all the employees are non-Jews, the cost is fixed 
and pre-arranged, and enough time exists for the repairs to be 
done on Friday or Motzai Shabbos.  (Yechave Daas 3:17) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Yalkut Shimoni (Bechukosai 674) expounds on the Posuk: 
ofjf ehrk o,u (and your strength will be spent in vain) with an 
example of a man who marries off his daughter with a large 
dowry, and before the week of Sheva Berachos have finished, she 
dies, leaving him bereft of a daughter, and of his money. As a 
result, the Rema (g”vt 53:3) records a Takanah enacted by 
Rabbeinu Tam which states that if a spouse dies within the first 
year of marriage, leaving behind no living children, then 
whatever dowry had been given to the couple should be returned 
to the one who gave it (e.g. the bride’s father), so as to avoid the 
application or appearance of the curse: ofjf ehrk o,u. Another 
Takanah known as Takanas Shum (vmbdnu tzhnru trhhpa) added 
that even if the spouse dies in the second year of the marriage, it 
was recommended that 50% of the dowry be returned.  Does this 
Takanah apply to marriages ending in divorce during the first 
year or two ? The Chelkas Mechokek (53:22) notes that the 
Takanah of Rabbeinu Tam does not have to be written into the 
Tenaim which precede the marriage, as they are automatically 
applicable to all marriages ending in death or discord. The 
Nachalas Shiva (Tenaim Acharonim 9:14) notes that Rabbeinu 
Tam never said anything about divorce, and questions this 
unsubstantiated equivalence, but the Poskim uniformly apply the 
original rationale, that unfruitful  marriages ending within a year 
or two for any reason would raise the spectre of ofjf ehrk o,u 
unless the dowry was returned.  The MaHarsham (5:2) was 
presented with a situation where a childless couple divorced after 
many years, and then later remarried each other, receiving 
additional dowry for the second marriage. The wife died several 
months later. Would the Takanos of Rabbeinu Tam and Shum 
apply here after many earlier years of marriage ? The MaHarsham 
noted that when one remarries a wife he previously divorced he is 
not exempt from the army (Sotah 44a) and no ubugnc vjna is said 
(Be’er Heitev 62:17). He may also remarry her in Chol HaMoed, 
as such a marriage does not constitute an infringing Simcha. 
However, the MaHarsham concludes that the issue here is not 
Simcha but rather the threat of ofjf ehrk o,u. Since the earlier 
divorce dissolved the first marriage, the clock restarts with the 
second marriage and the additional dowry must be returned.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R’ Yehoshua of Kutna, author of Yeshuos Malko once did a favor for 
another Jew. He then bent down and lifted up a small stone from the 
ground, and handed it to the Jew for whom he had just done the favor. 
The Jew did not understand what this meant, so R’ Yehoshua explained 
as follows: It is customary that after one does a favor for another, that 
the beneficiary of the favor “throws stones” at his benefactor. To spare 
you the trouble, I have given you a stone to throw, but I ask that you 
don’t add any of your own. Also, bear in mind that I have given you a 
small stone because the favor I did for you was also small, so I don’t 
deserve anything bigger.    

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


