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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Beitzah 30a) states that it is forbidden to clap one’s 
hands, slap one’s thighs or dance on Yom Tov, but it seems that 
people do it anyway, without being rebuked. This must be 
because we prefer that they do these things unintentionally, rather 
than deliberately. Why then ever rebuke ? The Rema (s”uh 334:48) 
states that although one who can rebuke a would-be sinner - and 
doesn’t, is responsible for the sin, still, one need not spend one’s 
own money to prevent another from sinning. The Pischei 
Teshuvah (s”uh 157:5) cites an opinion that disagrees - since all 
Jews are ohcrg (mutual guarantors), the sin of another is one’s 
own, and one must spend all his money to avoid sinning. Their 
Machlokes may depend on what vjfu, is, whether it is based on 
Jews being ohcrg, or is it simply a mitzvah. This itself seems to be 
the issue in the Gemara (Sanhedrin 43b) where the Gemara 
discusses how the Jewish nation became liable for even those sins 
committed by one single Jew in private. R’ Yehudah derives from 
the dots above the words ubhbcku ubk [,ukdbvu] that once Bnei 
Yisroel entered Eretz Yisroel, they became collectively punishable 
for everyone’s private sins. Since Yehoshua had issued a Cherem 
(ban) against taking anything from the spoils of Yericho, and 
Achan had secretly violated it, Bnei Yisroel were now liable. R’ 
Nechemiah disagrees, finding that Achan’s sin wasn’t so secret 
after all, since his family (and presumably others) were aware of 
it. Everyone agrees that a sin known to the public puts collective 
liability on the public. Thus, R’ Yehudah finds liability for secret 
sins because all Jews are ohcrg, even in affairs of which they have 
no knowledge, whereas R’ Nechemiah holds that no one could 
offer a secret sinner rebuke where his sin is not known, and thus 
the obligation to rebuke can only apply where the sin is known. 
But why rebuke if the sinner will not listen ? The Midrash states 
that Yosef’s brothers issued a Cherem against revealing Yosef’s 
fate to Yaakov. Since Reuven was not with them at the time, it 
would not apply to him. However, by being notified of it, and 
remaining silent, he became bound by their Cherem (see Tashbetz 
1:123). Tochachah could accomplish at least that.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Why do we say obhs ,t ,bs ochr ,t ,cr on Chanukah, and on 
Purim we say ubbhs ,t isvu ubchr ,t crv ? 

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When does the Shidduch “mode” make a Halachic difference  ?)  
Teshuvos V'Hanhagos (2:626) ruling on the question of whether 
one may suggest a Shidduch to someone who is close to getting 
engaged, distinguishes between Charedi communities, where by 
the time a young couple meets, the parents have all but completed 
the Shidduch (it’s ruxt), versus the "American" custom where 
parents only meet after the young people have found favor with 
each other, and it’s not really "close" yet (r,un).     

DIN'S CORNER:  
Women are strongly encouraged to say (at least part of ) Hallel on 
Chanukah, as they were xbv u,utc. (Moadim U’Zmanim 2:146)  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Shabbos 21b) states that when it is dangerous, one 
should place one’s Chanukah candles on the table [in the house] 
and that is enough. Tosafos explains that the danger emanated 
from a Persian edict that no candle should burn on their holiday, 
other than the one in their temple. The RaN understands the 
danger as stemming from a typical gentile decree against 
observing mitzvos. As both suggestions seem valid, why do they 
feel the need to disagree ? The Gemara (ibid 49a) tells the story 
of Elisha Baal Kenafaim (the “Winged”) who wore Tefillin in the 
street in defiance of a gentile decree prohibiting Tefillin. When he 
was chased by an enforcer, he removed the Tefillin from his head, 
and when challenged, he replied that he was holding dove wings. 
When he opened his hand, miraculously, he was holding dove 
wings. Tosafos cites the Gemara (Sanhedrin 74b) which states 
that when a gentile decree targets Torah observance, one is 
obligated to give up one’s life even over a small mitzvah. Why 
then did Elisha remove his Tefillin ? Tosafos answers that in such 
a situation, one must give up one’s life only to avoid appearing to 
behave like a gentile. However, if one does not wear Tefillin all 
day, but just dons them during Shacharis, he does not appear to 
be hiding his Jewishness, and he need not sacrifice himself over 
that. The RaN explains that one must give up one’s life to avoid 
violating a utk, but where one simply refrains from performing a 
mitzvah, he hasn’t “done” anything. Furthermore, if he were to 
begin the forbidden mitzvah and lose his life, wouldn’t that also 
prevent the mitzvah from being performed ? R’ Moshe 
Steinwurtzel ZTL (Am HaTorah 3:1) suggests that this may 
explain why Tosafos and the RaN disagreed over the nature of the 
danger regarding Chanukah. If the danger came from a typical 
gentile decree against mitzvos, as the RaN says, Tosafos would 
have held that one must give up one’s life and fulfill the mitzvah, 
since to “hide” one’s Menorah inside is to “hide” one’s 
Jewishness. Therefore Tosafos says that the danger came from a 
Persian edict restricting any light other than theirs. This did not 
target Jews or the Torah, so it did not require Mesiras Nefesh. 
However, the RaN holds that Mesiras Nefesh never applies to an 
vag, so it is sufficient for one to place the Menorah on the table. 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A bochur once pointed out to R’ Chaim Shmulevitz that a Tosafos in 
Gittin contradicted his Shiur. R’ Chaim told him to study a certain page 
in the Shaagas Aryeh. The bochur studied the page but could find no 
connection to R’ Chaim’s Shiur. He said so to R’ Chaim, who told him to 
study it again. After a few more similar exchanges, the bochur decided 
to study the whole chapter in the Shaagas Aryeh in depth. He still could 
not find the connection to R’ Chaim’s Shiur but he did see that the 
Shaagas Aryeh contradicted the very same Tosafos in Gittin. When he 
mentioned this to R’ Chaim, he was told “Imagine ! The Shaagas Aryeh 
wrote an entire chapter, undisturbed by the fact that Tosafos in Gittin 
contradicts his whole premise. Certainly, I can say my Shiur as well and 
live with the fact that there is an apparent contradiction from Tosafos.     

P.S . Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Feinzeig family. Yasher Koach to 
Gavriel Nacca for the donation of a clock L’Ilui Nishmas his parents.    


