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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Avodah Zara 6b) defines the main criteria for 
transgression of kuafn i,, tk rug hbpk, using the example of a 
Nazir standing next to a river, and a bottle of wine on the opposite 
side of the river. Since the Nazir cannot access the bottle himself, 
if one comes and offers him a bottle on his side, the “offeror”  
transgresses rug hbpk. If the bottle is on the same side of the river 
as the Nazir, one who offers him a bottle does not transgress, 
since the Nazir had opportunity to access the bottle himself. The 
Gemara (Kidushin 56a) discusses the case of one who has Maaser 
Sheni money, which must be spent on food to be eaten in 
Yerushalayim. May one sell such a person food, accepting the 
Maaser Sheni money, with knowledge or suspicion that the buyer 
will not eat that food in Yerushalayim ? Rashi states that the seller 
transgresses rug hbpk if he has such knowledge. Tosafos points out 
the obvious question: if the seller refuses to sell him food for the 
Maaser Sheni money, won’t the buyer simply buy food from 
someone else ? Isn’t this a clear case of the Nazir and his bottle 
on the same side of the river ? Based on this Tosafos, the Toras 
Chesed (j”ut 5) qualifies a ruling of the Rema (j”ut 163:2) which 
states that one may not offer bread to someone who has not 
washed his hands as this would transgress rug hbpk, limiting the 
Issur to where one gives the bread. However, where one is selling 
bread, since, as Tosafos notes, there are many possible sources to 
purchase bread, it is a case of trvbs trcg sj (the same side of the 
river) and therefore rug hbpk does not apply. The Mishna LaMelech 
(vuku vukn 4:2) further qualifies the exemption from rug hbpk in the 
case of trvbs trcg sj, applying it only where the other option 
available to the Nazir (or anyone about to sin) will not involve 
another Jew. However, if the Nazir can obtain wine from another 
Jew, or the Maaser Sheni buyer can obtain food from another 
Jew, since the other Jew is also prohibited from complying under 
rug hbpk, there is no exemption for the first Jew either.             

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
What mitzvos can one perform by writing a letter to anyone ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When is there a mitzvah to stomp on food ?)  
The Mishna Berurah (460:9) states that when matzos are being 
prepared for baking Erev Pesach afternoon, any crumbs that fall 
to the floor must immediately be stomped on, to prevent them 
from becoming chometz. Once they become chometz, they must 
be burned.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If a woman participates in a Chupah ostensibly for immigration 
purposes (i.e. to remain in the country by marrying a citizen), she 
is deemed a full-fledged aht ,at and will require a Get in order 
to marry again.  Although she says that she never intended to 
marry him for real, and no marital activity took place, we cannot 
accept that as fact. (Igros Moshe  g”vt 4:112)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Nedarim 83b) states that if a woman vows to 
receive no benefit from “,uhrcv” (any creation), her husband may 
not annul the vow, as it does not constitute ,apb hubg (undue 
hardship) for her, since she is permitted to eat vtpu vjfa yek – 
ownerless grain that must be left for the poor. The RaN notes that 
she may not eat of her husband’s food either, for his support 
would mean that she is not poor, and as such she would not be 
eligible for the poor grain.  The Gemara (Succah 46b) states that 
one should never tell a child that he will give him something and 
then not give it, as it teaches the child to lie. Kovetz Haaros notes 
how the Shulchan Aruch (s”uh 258:12) rules that if one says he 
will give something to a poor person, it takes on the strength of a 
vow to Tzedakah, and he may not retract. If so, since a child owns 
nothing, would he not fall into that category of an hbg ? However, 
according to the RaN, since the child (like a wife) is supported, he 
does not qualify as poor. (The Steipler attempts to prove that this 
supported status extends beyond the age of six) The Mishna (htns 
3:1) states that one may feed htns (grain whose Maaser status is 
unknown) to the poor, and notes that R’ Gamliel fed it to his 
workers, who were poor. The Mishna concludes that R’ Gamliel 
was wrong, because he was using htns to pay off his obligation to 
support his workers. However, according to the RaN, wasn’t R’ 
Gamliel wrong because if his workers were supported, they would 
not qualify as poor ? The suggestion is made to distinguish 
between workers whose relationship to the employer is always  
temporary, as they may be dismissed at any time, so they retain 
status as ohhbg even when supported. One’s children, on the other 
hand, enjoy a permanent relationship. Although one may divorce 
one’s wife, the relationship is much more permanent than that of a 
worker since the presumption is that one did not marry her with 
the intent to divorce her, and in any case, he may not divorce her 
against her will, plus he must provide her with the Kesubah, all of 
which combine to support her status while married, as a non-vhbg.      

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
In a Lithuanian city, a young Jewish man opened a store near a church. 
The housekeeper of the church entered the store periodically to make 
purchases. When her disgrace became known (she was pregnant), she 
claimed that the young storekeeper was the father, and sued him in 
court for support. The young man had no idea how to acquit himself of 
this false claim, and he was urged to visit R’ Meir Simcha, Rav of Dvinsk, 
for advice. After hearing the whole story, R’ Meir Simcha advised him to 
admit in court that he was indeed the father, and that he was prepared 
to raise the child as a Jew. The young man was surprised and hesitant to 
make such a statement, but R’ Meir Simcha’s advice was not to be 
ignored. When the housekeeper heard the young man’s plan to raise the 
child as a Jew in open court, she broke down in tears and exclaimed: 
“Never will I allow the child of a holy man to be raised as a Jew !”. She 
then confessed that the true father of the child was the church’s priest, 
this acquitting the young man from all liability.  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Sternberg family.  


