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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Chulin 17a) states that during the Bnei Yisroel’s 
travel from Egypt to Eretz Yisroel, they were permitted to eat 
meat which was not slaughtered properly (vrhjb rac). R’ 
Yirmiyah asks, once they entered Eretz Yisroel, where they could 
no longer slaughter meat this way, what was to be done with the 
vrhjb rac that they still had ? Since it had been permitted until 
then, did it remain permitted ? The Rosh (24) notes that although 
the Gemara did not answer the question, its resolution would be 
relevant where one vowed to forbid himself a certain food, 
starting at some point in the future. If at that point, he still had 
some of that food which he had been eating all along until then, 
may he eat that leftover food ? The Mechilta derives from the 
Pesukim kxp lk vag, tk and lk ‘hvh tk that not only may one not 
create (vag, tk) an idol, but one may not keep one (‘hvh tk) that 
he already had before. The Beis Yoseif (s”uh 218) describes a 
situation where a Jew was accused of selling wine to Arabs, 
against their laws. He swore that he would never again make wine 
and sell it, to Jew or Arab. The Rashbatz ruled that he was 
forbidden by that oath from also selling wine that he owned 
before the oath, even though his oath had said “make .. and sell”, 
because, as the Rema states, his Kavanah was to satisfy the 
authorities that he wouldn’t sell any wine. The TaZ (ibid 218:3) 
disagrees, pointing out that if the Mechilta needed an extra Posuk 
to forbid idols already in one’s possession (i.e. lk ‘hvh tk), then 
obviously the words “make .. and sell” do not automatically 
include things already made. The Revid HaZahav suggests that 
wherever the Gemara does not resolve an open question, it 
remains a epx, and as such, if it involves a Torah question, we 
must rule strictly. Therefore, the oath, which is Scriptural, must 
be applied L’Chumra, and include existing wine.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When should someone recite the brocho of atv hrutn after 
finishing Havdalah and after drinking the wine ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When should a Goy do a Melacha on Shabbos rather than a weekday ?)  
The Shulchan Aruch (s”uh 380:19) states that if a Jew has hired 
non-Jews for the job of building a house outside the Techum 
Shabbos, if the Jew becomes an Aveil, he may not allow them to 
work on the house during the Aveilus because of ihg ,htrn except 
on Shabbos or Yom Tov, when no Jews will be present to see it.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If one is late for Maariv and cannot catch up before Shemona 
Esrei, he should daven Shemona Esrei with the Tzibur and say 
Shema with the berachos later. If the Tzibur is davening Mincha 
and Maariv together early, and a latecomer has not yet davened 
Mincha, he should say Mincha while the Tzibur is saying Maariv 
Shema, then say the Maariv Shemona Esrei with the Tzibur, and 
say Shema with its berachos later. (MB 236:11) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Yevamos 45b) discusses the requirement of 
immersion in a Mikveh to complete a conversion. Tosafos notes 
that even if the actual immersion is not witnessed by Beis Din (in 
the case of a woman), their knowledge that it is taking place is 
equivalent to their actually standing there. The Beis Yitzchok (n”uj 
53:12) analyzed a situation where a defendant does not know if he 
owes money to the plaintiff, and is required to swear an oath to 
that effect. The question arises, what if the defendant believes that 
the plaintiff is an honorable man who would not lie. With this 
belief, can the defendant still swear “h,chhj,b ot gsuh hbht” (I 
don’t know if I am liable) ? Would not his “belief” in the 
plaintiff’s honesty be deemed knowledge of his liability ? The 
Beis Yitzchok held that it would, likening it to “knowledge” of 
America’s existence (then), even though one may never have set 
eyes upon it himself. However, one could easily distinguish 
between the two. Knowledge of America’s existence is a global 
truth that is widely known and can easily be verified. Belief that 
another man is honest is a private opinion, and regardless of how 
strong that belief might be, it could be mistaken. Such a belief 
could hardly be deemed knowledge. The Rema (n”uj 91:4) cites 
the Teshuvos HaRosh in ruling that one may swear to something 
where he bases his oath on something he had written in a ledger. 
This means that he does not have independent knowledge or 
memory that e.g. a payment took place; merely that it says so in 
his ledger. Could he not have been mistaken when he recorded the 
payment, perhaps writing in the wrong payee ? How could we 
allow him to swear to it ? The HaDrash V’HaIyun points out that 
the Shach (ibid 91:24) qualifies the oath, allowing it only where 
the ledger is certified as accurate. As such, perhaps relying on a 
certified ledger is like relying on a cur (majority), and ample 
support is available to permit an oath based on cur.  
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
There was a wealthy man whose fortunes suddenly took a turn for the 
worse. When he came to the Baal Shem Tov to find out what he should 
do, the Tzadik told him that it was because of his snuff box. It seems 
that some time ago, he had been offering snuff to his friends when a 
beggar came forward, looking for a pinch. The wealthy man rejected 
him, and the beggar turned back in embarrassment. “At that moment it 
was decreed that you will lose your fortune and he will receive it”. The 
wealthy man asked what he could do. The BESHT said that it would 
remain that way until he requested some snuff from the erstwhile 
beggar, and was rebuffed. The (formerly) wealthy man continued to lose 
his assets, but planned to make his snuff request at the most opportune 
moment. A short while later, when the newly wealthy man married off 
his daughter, the now destitute man approached him after the Chupah, 
when everyone was wishing him Mazel Tov, and asked for a pinch of 
snuff. The Kallah’s father looked at him strangely and turned away, and 
the requester thought “Good, he will ignore me”. But he turned back, 
with the open snuff box in his hand, and the destitute man fainted. He 
was taken to a side room where he told the Kallah’s father what the 
BESHT had said. The Kallah’s father recognized the connection between 
them, and assisted the poor man to get back on his feet.   
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Redlich family. 


