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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Avodah Zarah 26b) states that a Jew may 
circumcise an idolater for conversion, but not for medical reasons 
(to avoid obj, tk). In the Rema’s (s”uh 263:5) ruling, he phrases 
it: one may not circumcise an idolater for non-conversion 
purposes, even on a weekday. As a result, the Taz understands the 
Rema’s agenda to forbid the application of a uniquely Jewish 
symbol upon idolaters. However, the ShaCh connects the Rema’s 
ruling with the Gemara, applying it only in medically motivated 
cases. As such, it would be permitted, even for medical reasons, if 
the Jew were paid. The Rambam (rusv rtp 60) rules similarly, that 
one may circumcise an idolater, even for non-conversion, if the 
idolater is interested in doing so to perform a mitzvah, but not if 
his interest is based on some other personal legal or religious 
mandate. What was Yosef’s motivation in compelling the 
Egyptians to undergo circumcision ? Some suggest that Yosef 
foresaw the challenge to Bris Milah that would someday face Bnei 
Yisroel in Egypt, and hoped this would make it easier for them, a 
theory which would not violate obj, tk. However, if all the 
Egyptians were circumcised, how did Yosef hope to prove to his 
brothers that he was actually Yosef by showing them his Bris 
Milah ? The vnka vru, reasons that since Yosef was the viceroy, 
he would never have been forced by hunger into circumcision, as 
was the Egyptian public. As such, the only reason he had a Bris 
Milah must be because he was Yosef. The vesm khgn (14) derives 
from Yosef’s revelation how dangerous it is to permit a Bris for 
an idolater, who can then pretend to be a Jew. The Gemara 
(Pesachim 3b) relates that an Aramean posed as a Jew to share in 
a Korban Pesach, and was only exposed by a strategy engineered 
by R’ Yehudah b. Besairah. Why was he permitted to join in the 
Korban if presumably no one knew him ? Including an idolater 
would violate a utk ! It must be that he was circumcised, and was 
thus able to convince them of his eligibility.     

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Where do we find a Tanna whose father was named after a letter 
in the Aleph Beis ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Should one recite the brocho of vturv on Chanukah Friday night ?)  
The Pnei Maivin (227) states that one does not recite the brocho 
of vturv on Friday night because the original Takanah only 
contemplated the berachos to be said before Shabbos. The Pri 
Megadim (679:1) allows one who was already Mekabel Shabbos 
to say the brocho of ohxhb vaga if someone else lights. a"g  

DIN'S CORNER:  
The minhag that one who has Yahrtzeit in the coming week 
davens Musaf on Shabbos as Shliach Tzibur, is a minhag without 
source. Therefore, although compliance with the minhag is 
certainly recommended, in situations where there are two such 
individuals, it is not proper to split off a group from the Tzibur to 
make a 2nd  minyan elsewhere, and thereby sacrifice the mitzvos of 
og curc and davening in Shul.  (Teshuvos V’Hanhagos 1:127) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Avodah Zarah 43a) discusses the prohibition 
against fashioning utensils in the same style and dimension as 
those in the Beis HaMikdash. R’ Yosi adds that although the 
original Menorah was made of solid gold, the one made by the 
Chashmonaim when they regained control of the Beis HaMikdash 
was made of wood, and so, the prohibition extends to wood as 
well. The Mizrachi (Peirush on d”nx - Chanukah) suggests that the 
Chashmonaim made it from wood, which is exempt from Tum’ah, 
because a metal/gold Menorah would be subject to all the Tum’ah 
facing the Jews in the cleanup. However, the MaHarsha (Shabbos 
21b) points out that only simple wooden utensils are exempt from 
Tum’ah. Those that serve as containers are still susceptible to 
Tum’ah. As such, even a wooden Menorah, with its receptacles 
for oil, should have also been rendered Tomay. The Bechor Shor 
answers that the Gemara (Chagigah 26b) specifically exempts the 
Menorah from such Tum’ah because it is made to be stationary 
(,jbk huagv .g hkf). The Ostrovtzer Rebbe suggests that the 
Menorah was to remain stationary only when used, and it was 
used both night and day. However, when the Chashmonaim only 
had one vial of pure oil, sufficient for one day’s lighting, the 
Menorah would have lost its definition as a ,jbk huagv .g hkf on 
the very next day, when there would no longer be any oil to light 
it. As such, it would then become a movable, wooden utensil with 
receptacles, and be subject to Tum’ah. It was therefore necessary 
to divide up the contents of the vial into eight parts, so as to 
render the Menorah “in-use” for the entire time, to preserve and 
exempt it from Tum’ah. The Beis Yosef (Tur, j”ut 670) answers 
his own famous question of why we celebrate 8 days of Chanukah 
if the miracle of the oil was only for 7 days, by suggesting that the 
Chashmonaim split the one-day supply of oil into 8 parts, and 
each small part burned miraculously a whole night. Many 
Meforshim question this, based on the dictum: xbv kg ihfnux iht 
(we may not rely on miracles). However, according to the 
Ostrovtzer’s hypothesis, if they hadn’t split the oil, the Menorah 
would have potentially been rendered Tomay. As such, the valid, 
legal incentive to do so justified the split, resolving the question. 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
In a small town in Europe, the local merchants were dependent upon 
each other. The baker bought milk and butter from the dairyman, and 
the dairyman bought bread and cake from the baker. The baker regularly 
purchased a kilo of butter for his use, and one day, his experienced hand 
felt that the butter did not weigh quite a kilo. When this continued to 
happen, he accused the dairyman of cheating him. The dairyman denied 
it, and suggested that they go to a Din Torah. The baker took the butter 
to a nearby city where he could weigh it on a proper scale, and 
determined that it only weighed 800 grams. Incensed, he presented this 
evidence at the Din Torah, and to his surprise, the dairyman continued 
to deny any wrongdoing. The dairyman then submitted his evidence – 
the counterweight against which he weighed his butter each day, which 
turned out to be a loaf of bread from the baker, which everyone “knew” 
was supposed to weigh a kilo, but also only weighed 800 grams. 
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Kagan family. 


