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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Sanhedrin 110b) states in R’ Akiva’s name that the  
rcsnv rus lost their portion of Olam HaBa, as derived from the 
Posuk: u,unh oau un,h vzv rcsnc, where un,h refers to Olam 
HaZeh, and u,unh refers to Olam HaBa. The Gemara follows this 
with another Posuk (Tehilim 95) h,jubn kt iutuch ot hptc h,gcab 
where Hashem swore in His anger that they will not come to His 
rest place. R’ Eliezer disagrees, deriving that Hashem may have 
said as much “in His anger”, but He later recanted. The Mishna 
(Chagigah 10a) states that the ability of a Chochom to release 
someone from a vow using a “j,p” has no real Torah support. 
However, the Gemara suggests that support may come from the 
Drasha of hptc h,gcab rat – where the fact that the oath was 
sworn in anger is sufficient to permit its release. Tosafos asks, if 
this Posuk referred to the rcsnv rus, as indicated in the Gemara 
(Sanhedrin), do we not see that the rcsnv rus did not enter Eretz 
Yisroel ? Does this not imply that there was no retraction by 
Hashem after all ?  Tosafos answers that the Gemara (Sanhedrin 
ibid) uses the Posuk to promote R’ Eliezer’s position that the 
rcsnv rus retained their portion of Olam HaBa, which can be used 
to support the concept of release for oaths generally. The Oneg 
Yom Tov notes that in the Gemara (Nedarim 66a) there is a 
Machlokes between R’ Akiva and the Chachomim, where R’ 
Akiva holds that if one has a vow partially released, the entire 
vow is automatically released. As such, R’ Akiva would never 
accept the argument that Hashem had retracted because of His 
anger, for if it were so and the rcsnv rus regained their portion of 
Olam HaBa, why did they not enter Eretz Yisroel ? If the oath 
was released for Olam HaBa it should have been released for 
Eretz Yisroel as well ! R’ Eliezer on the other hand, sided with the 
Chachomim who would allow an oath or vow to be partially 
released. As such, the release based on Hashem’s anger could 
easily have applied only to Olam Haba but not to entry into Eretz 
Yisroel.    

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
If a light was turned off in a room on Shabbos ruxhtc, may one 
sleep in that room during Shabbos ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Which of the 24 Sifrei Tanach may one recite entirely by heart ?)  
The Shulchan Aruch (j”ut 49:1) states that c,fca vru, generally 
may not be said by heart, except for those pieces that everyone is 
fluent in. The Chavos Yair allowed Tehilim to be recited entirely 
by heart because it was deemed Tefilah. The Chasam Sofer (s”uh 
191) adds that it was originally intended to be said by heart. 

DIN'S CORNER:  
One may not schedule elective surgery on Wednesday thru Friday 
if there is a good chance that Chilul Shabbos will result from 
post-operation medical needs, unless the expert doctor only works 
on those days. Still, if one did undergo such an “illegal” 
operation, any potential vbfx permits all necessary care, including 
Chilul Shabbos. (Shemiras Shabbos K’Hilchaso 32:33) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Pesachim 46b) records a Machlokes regarding one 
who bakes on Yom Tov, intending to use the food after Yom Tov. 
R’ Chisda says he is to be punished with Malkus while Rabbah 
disagrees. Rabbah utilizes the concept of khtuv – “since” it is 
quite possible that guests may arrive before Yom Tov concludes, 
and the baked food would be served to them, it would render that 
food as having been for Yom Tov use after all. As such, there 
should be no transgression for such potential preparation. Tosafos 
asks, if we accept such a concept, then could we not apply it as 
well to Shabbos, and excuse any Melachah as being potentially 
for the benefit of a dangerously ill person ? Tosafos answers that 
we consider such a situation to be uncommon.  However, the 
Shaagas Aryeh points out that a Bris Milah occurs quite regularly 
on Shabbos. According to R’ Eliezer (Shabbos 130a), not only are 
the restrictions of Shabbos “pushed aside” to permit the act of 
Milah itself, but all preparatory necessities to facilitate the Bris 
Milah are also permitted on Shabbos, such as the forging of a 
Milah knife, and even chopping down trees with which to make 
charcoal that will be used to forge the knife. If so, that chopping 
trees for such a purpose would be permitted on Shabbos, the 
question arises, why was the aauen executed for gathering wood 
on Shabbos, or as the Gemara (ibid 96b) suggests, even chopping 
down trees on Shabbos, if the trees could be used to produce 
charcoal necessary to forge a knife for a Bris Milah ? The 
Shaagas Aryeh suggests that the answer lies in the words of the 
Posuk: ohmg aaen aht utmnhu rcsnc ktrah hbc uhvhu. Why was it 
necessary for the Posuk to tell us that Bnei Yisroel were in the 
Midbar ? Where else could they be ? However, as the Gemara 
(Yevamos  71b) states, the Bnei Yisroel did not circumcise their 
children during the 40 years that they were in the Midbar, for 
various safety reasons. As such, there would be no Bris Milah on 
the Shabbos that the aauen collected his wood. For this reason, 
because they were in the Midbar, the aauen had to be executed.   

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
A poor family man in Eastern Europe had not had a good week, and it 
was already Thursday. Without having earned enough money for wine 
and Challos, he was ready to take on any odd job. But Friday came with 
no help in sight. His wife told him that a Rabbi in town was in need of a 
Shidduch for his child, and he reputedly gave 3 rubles to anyone who 
offered a decent suggestion. The poor man thought for a while and then 
hurried over to the Rabbi’s house, to offer the suggestion. The Rabbi 
listened and said to him: “Your suggestion sounds very good. Come to 
me after Shabbos when we will discuss it further”. The poor man was 
embarrassed but he asked: “Do I not get 3 rubles ?” The Rabbi replied: “I 
give 3 rubles to resolve a contradiction in the Gemara, which says on 
the one hand that every Shidduch is foretold 40 days before conception, 
while also characterizing a Shidduch as difficult, like Krias Yam Suf. The 
difficulty is that when the Malochim seek to arrange the Shidduch in 
Shomayim, some of them are disabled, created by prayers without 
concentration and mitzvos without intention. Still, they are Malochim 
and I reward those who present their recommendations with 3 rubles. 
Your suggestion however, sounds like the right one. We will discuss 
how to proceed and you will earn much much more”.    
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored this week by the Sternberg family. 


