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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Yoma 82a) states that Pikuach Nefesh (threat to life) 
permits transgression of all aveiros except the cardinal 3 – 
murder, idolatry and illicit relations. The Rema (j”ut 328:10) 
states that if someone is being victimized and forced by others to 
sin, an onlooker may not be Mechalel Shabbos to save him from 
that sin. The Mishna Berurah explains that this is because of the 
rule that we do not tell someone lrcj vfzha khcac tyj – sin for 
someone else’s benefit. However, the Mishna Berurah adds, if the 
sin that the victim is being forced into is one of the three cardinal 
aveiros, and the onlooker estimates that the victim will give up 
his life to avoid transgressing, kkjk lhrms rapt – possibly, one 
might have to be Mechalel Shabbos to save him from such an 
outcome. rapt !?? If the onlooker can save someone from death, 
even at the expense of Shabbos, is he not obligated to do so ? 
Igros Moshe (s”uh 3:90) suggests that the Mishna Berurah’s rapt 
might be based on the theory that preventing someone from 
giving up his life rather than transgress one of the 3 main aveiros, 
would deprive him of the mitzvah of h,asebu - Kiddush HaShem. 
As such, there might not be a clear obligation to save such a 
person, and when it would require Chilul Shabbos, the Mishna 
Berurah had a epx if such was warranted. On a weekday, 
however, the obligation to save someone would certainly override 
that epx, and Igros Moshe concludes that since generally we are 
Mechalel Shabbos for even a epx Pikuach Nefesh, it is reasonable 
to do the same here. What if the onlooker sees that the victim is 
not prepared to give up his life to fulfill h,asebu ? Does the 
onlooker have an obligation to rescue the victim from the difficult 
choice facing him, and save him from transgressing both the 
aveirah he’s being forced into, as well as transgressing h,asebu ? 
One could derive that there is no such obligation from the fact 
that the ltkn who tried to block Bilaam was a ohnjr ka ltkn 
who “knew” that Bilaam did not intend to perform a Kiddush 
Hashem by saying only what Hashem told him to say. If stopping 
Bilaam was an act of ohnjr, apparently there was no obligation.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would someone say the words: okugv lkn ubheukt in a 
brocho twice ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When would a Kohen be called up for an Aliyah and be told to wait ?)  
The Mishna Berurah (135:35) states that if a Kohen were called 
up for one of the middle Aliyos (by mistake), a Yisroel should 
come up for that Aliyah, and the Kohen should wait there until 
Acharon or Maftir, at which time he should be Oleh.          

DIN'S CORNER:  
When the 17th of Tamuz falls on Shabbos and the fast is 
postponed to Sunday, the obligation to fast for those who are ill or 
weak is relaxed. Talmidei Chachomim who are unable to study 
because of irritation in their eyes brought on by the fast, may give 
Tzedakah in lieu of fasting. (Nitei Gavriel ohrmnv ihc 5:9) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Mishna (Makos 7a) states that a Sanhedrin which executes 
once in 7 (or 70) years is deemed a “killer” Sanhedrin, for not 
having found a way to exonerate the sinner. R’ Akiva and R’ 
Tarfon state that if they had been on a Sanhedrin, no one would 
ever have been executed. The Gemara explains that R’ Akiva and 
R’ Tarfon would have interrogated the witnesses with questions 
they could not have answered, such as asking murder witnesses if 
they ascertained whether the victim was terminally ill (vphry), in 
which case the murderer would be acquitted for having killed a 
“dead” man. Tosafos asks, such a question might release a 
murderer, but how would it work in the case of one who was 
accused of Avodah Zara or Chilul Shabbos ? Tosafos answers 1) 
Avodah Zara and Chilul Shabbos executions were not common 
(in those days); and 2) the same question could also be put to the 
Avodah Zara and Chilul Shabbos witnesses, since testifying 
against a vphry renders the testimony technically invalid, as no 
possibility of onz ratf exists where witnesses could always claim 
they were testifying against a “dead” man. If so, according to R’ 
Akiva and R’ Tarfon, why were those who worshipped Baal Peor 
in Shittim, at the instigation of the Bnos Moav executed without 
any vphry investigation or even a raised question ? The same 
could be asked regarding the aauen who was stoned without any 
indication that his health had been examined. The Beis Yitzchok 
(s”uh 39:8) notes that the Gemara (Shabbos 22b) asks why the 
Menorah was necessary - lhrm tuv vrutk hfu (did Hashem need its 
light ?) Tosafos cites an opinion that the Gemara’s question was 
directed at Aharon. Since the sucfv hbbg provided so much light 
that the Kohanim were able to look at a sealed barrel and see what 
was inside it, certainly Aharon did not need the light of the 
Menorah. As such, it seems that it would have been possible in 
the Midbar to look at the aauen and the Baal Peor worshippers 
and see instantly by the light of the sucfv hbbg whether they had 
flaws that would render them vphry. Thus no examination was 
necessary for them prior to their executions.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R’ Levi Yitzchok of Berditchev, on one of his travels, stayed at an inn, 
with a number of merchants who were on their way to a market. In the 
morning, the merchants wanted to daven, but there was only one pair of 
Tefillin among them. So each merchant put on the Tefillin, davened 
quickly and passed the Tefillin on to the next fellow. When they were all 
finished, R’ Levi Yitzchok called over two of the merchants and said to 
them: “Ma Ma Ma, Vah Vah Vah”. The merchants asked him what he 
wanted and again he repeated the same thing. When they didn’t 
understand his point, he said to them “You don’t understand these 
words ? You just spoke them to Hashem a few minutes ago !” One of 
the two merchants replied: “Did you ever notice an infant in a crib, 
making similar noises, that no one understands ? But when its mother 
hears those noises, she understands immediately what the infant wants”. 
When R’ Levi Yitzchok heard this reply, he began to dance from joy, and 
in his “conversations” with Hashem, used that reply many times.  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. 


