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Shabbos
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DID YOU KNOW THAT ....

IMPORTANCE OF ....

The Mishna (Yoma 83a) states that if one was bitten by a mad
dog, he may not be fed the dog's liver, even though many doctors
recommended this treatment, because it is not a true medical
remedy and as such, one would not be permitted to transgress and
eat from a dog on that basis. The Rambam rules accordingly in his
commentary on the Mishna, characterizing the liver treatment as a
Segulah (talisman), adding that only scientifically-based remedies
permit transgressions. However, the Mishna (Shabbos 67a) states
that one may go out on Shabbos carrying such "therapeutic" items
as a locust egg, a fox tooth or a nail from a gallows, and the
Rambam concurs. Are these not also talismanic in nature ? The
Radvaz (5:63) answers that as he wears these items on Shabbos as
part of his costume (auckn lrs), the prohibition is only Rabbinic.
Any Rabbinic objection, such as its appearance as hruntv hfrs is
ignored for the smallest therapeutic value. One would not
however, be permitted to violate a Scriptural prohibition, such as
eating a dog, for such a purpose. An epileptic was once told by
experts that he could be cured if he wore a ghne (amulet) written
on parchment made from deerskin. The only deerskin available
was that used in a Sefer Torah, and they wished to cut off a piece,
erase it and then write the ghne on it, despite the prohibition from:
‘sk if iuag, tk … ona ,t o,sctu against erasing Hashem's
name. The Shaar Ephraim (90) brought proof to permit it from
the Gemara (Succah 53b) where Dovid HaMelech, at Achitofel's
suggestion, wrote Hashem's name on a shard and threw it into the
abyss to stop a flood, even though the writing was sure to become
erased. However, would this not be transgressing Scripturally for
an amulet, a clearly unscientific treatment ? One might argue that
amulets are important, as we see they may be worn on Shabbos,
but as the Radvaz said, carrying is only Rabbinic. A man who
wrote amulets which caused people who swallowed poison to
vomit, once did so on Shabbos and saved a girl's life. The Birkei
When is it recommended that a father feed a child, rather than the Yosef (301:6) wrote that what he did was justified by the Ramban
mother ?
and Rashba, who argue with the Rambam. If so, erasing
Hashem’s name from the deerskin parchment to cure the epileptic
would also be permitted according to the Ramban and Rashba.
(If a borrower intended to repay but can’t, is he still called a Rasha ?)
The Aruch HaShulchan (n”uj 107:2) states that if one borrowed A Lesson Can Be Learned From:
intending not to pay back the loan, or he had the money to repay A bochur from outside Eretz Yisroel visited HaRav R’ Chaim Kanievski
the loan and chose not to do so, he falls within the definition of SHLITA, and was received warmly by the Gaon, who caressed the
okah tku gar vuk, even if later he loses his money and can’t pay bochur’s hand while being asked many Sheilos. Someone close to R’
back. However, if he intended to repay but could never do so, he Chaim witnessed this and mentioned later to him that the Chazon Ish
is an xubt, and not a gar. The Shulchan Aruch HaRav (vtukv 5) was reputed to have said that every bochur needs to be fed daily with a
spoonful of Kavod. R’ Chaim smiled at this and commented that it was
disagrees, stating that an xubt is not required to hire himself out to very likely that the Chazon Ish had said this, as it was characteristic of
repay the loan, but he does still earn the title of okah tku gar vuk. the Chazon Ish’s views. However, providing such a measure of Kavod is
an obligation that is properly incumbent upon a bochur’s Rosh Yeshiva,
not on R’ Chaim or anyone else. “Presumably, many Roshei Yeshiva are
If one unintentionally forgot to disable the refrigerator light not fulfilling their obligations in this area, which is why the bochurim
before Shabbos, a non-Jew may open it for him, and if important : end up coming to me”.
Shabbos foods are there, the non-Jew may disable the bulb to
Shalosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Grossman family.
assist for later Shabbos meals. (Igros Moshe j"ut 2:68)
The Gemara (Pesachim 108a) states that Rav Sheshes would fast
every Erev Pesach in preparation for and anticipation of the
mitzvah of eating Matzoh. However, Rav Sheshes apparently did
not fast on Erev Succos in anticipation of fulfilling the mitzvos of
ldjc ,jnau and uca, ,ufuxc which he would fulfill by eating in
the Succah that night. The difference may be as follows: There is
a Machlokes over whether a woman may perform a timedependent mitzvah (tnrd inz). According to Rashi, doing so might
be a violation of ;hxu, kc - adding on extra mitzvos, because she
has no obligation. The Yeshuos Yaakov asks, the Gemara (Bava
Kamma 87a) quotes R’ Yosef (who was blind) as saying that he
would have given a party for anyone who ruled as R’ Yehudah
did, that a blind person is Potur from mitzvos. This was because
R’ Yosef initially believed that he was better off fulfilling all the
mitzvos even though he was in essence Potur. If however, one
violates Bal Tosif by doing so, what was R’ Yosef’s rationale ?
He answers that Bal Tosif only applies where one is obligated in
some mitzvos and yet performs others without obligation. Since a
blind person is Potur from all mitzvos, he will not violate Bal
Tosif by performing them. Rav Sheshes, who was also blind, was
similarly Potur from all mitzvos. However, Vayelaket Yosef points
out, even blind people are obligated to refrain from violating
Issurim. As such, since the Gemara (Pesachim 43b) derives from
the Posuk: ,umn uhkg kft, ohnh ,gca .nj uhkg kft, tk that
whoever may not eat Chometz is positively obligated to eat
Matzoh, it stands to reason that even a blind person does have
some obligation to eat Matzoh. Therefore, Rav Sheshes was
particularly excited by the opportunity to perform the mitzvah of
Matzoh as it was apparently, the only mitzvah he was truly
obligated in. He had no such obligation on Succos.
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