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IMPORTANCE OF ....  

The Gemara (Kidushin 8b) states that one may betroth a woman 
with collateral he is holding to secure a loan he made. The 
Gemara explains that a lender actually acquires and owns the 
collateral, which is how he can use it for betrothal. This is derived 
from: vesm ‘hv, lku lfrcu u,nkac cfau, where the Torah requires 
that a lender return a poor borrower’s pajamas (collateral) to him 
for the night, which will lead the borrower to bless the lender, and 
the Torah treats it as Tzedakah. If it is considered Tzedakah to do 
so, then it must belong to the lender. Tosafos explains that if the 
collateral still belonged to the borrower, the borrower would 
transgress the prohibition of Ribis (interest) by blessing the 
lender, since ohrcs ,hcr is also prohibited. It must therefore 
belong to the lender. The Meforshim question this, as according to 
most Poskim, ohrcs ,hcr is permitted by the Torah, and only 
prohibited by the Rabonon. As such, it could not be used to prove 
that the Torah gives the lender ownership of collateral, since, 
even if the borrower owned it, he could still bless the lender 
without any Ribis problem, if ohrcs ,hcr is permitted by the 
Torah. The Shaarei Torah (4:7) cites the TaZ (j”ut 588:5) who 
says that if the Torah clearly permitted something, Chazal would 
not issue a decree to forbid it. For example, Chazal could have 
forbidden Bris Milah on Shabbos for fear one might carry the 
child in the street, as they did for Shofar, Megilah etc.. However, 
as the Torah clearly requires a Bris to be on the 8th day, Chazal 
did not wish to disturb it. As such, since the Torah also requires 
the borrower to bless the lender (lfrcu) for returning his collateral 
temporarily, Chazal would not have decreed that ohrcs ,hcr was 
forbidden, if the Torah had thus permitted it. Therefore, Tosafos 
must have held that ohrcs ,hcr was in reality prohibited by the 
Torah (as Chazal could not have done it), which means that in 
order for the borrower to bless the lender, the collateral must 
belong to the lender, to avoid any Ribis problems, as Tosafos said.   

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Why, when putting on a Talis, do we say “,hmhmc hpud ;yg,n 
hbhrv”, whereas for Tefillin we say: “ihkp, ,jbvc iuufn hbhrv” ?    

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Why are there 2 reasons not to daven Shemona Esrei loudly ?)  
The Taz (j”ut 101:1) states that one may raise his voice in 
Shemonah Esrei, if he needs to do so for Kavanah, and he would 
not be suspected of being vbnt hbyen. The Dibros Ariel (Sotah 43) 
suggests that if many raised their voice, those who did not would 
be suspected of aveiros which they wished to keep quiet, listing 
them during ubk jkx. As such, everyone must keep quiet.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
If a Baal Tokea is instructed by the leaders of the congregation to 
specifically have in mind that select individuals or a select group 
should not be tmuh with his Tekios (such as where they did not pay  
to be there), the Baal Tokea should do as instructed, and those 
excluded by this condition will in fact, not be tmuh while everyone 
else will. (Chavas Yair 186) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   

The Gemara (Eruvin 96a) discusses certain parameters regarding 
the mitzvah of Tefillin, such as whether it applies at night or on 
Shabbos, to determine if it is time-dependent (tnrd inz). The 
Gemara suggests that, since Shaul’s daughter Michal wore 
Tefillin without objection from the Chachomim, it was obviously 
not considered time-dependent. The Gemara also notes that the 
wife of Yonah fulfilled the mitzvah of kdrk ‘hkg (going up to 
Yerushalayim on Shalosh Regalim) without objection. Since it 
would be difficult to characterize kdrk ‘hkg as not time-dependent, 
the Gemara suggests that perhaps women were permitted to fulfill 
these mitzvos voluntarily, if they wished. Thus, both Tefillin and 
kdrk ‘hkg were time-dependent mitzvos, from which women were 
exempt, but they observed them anyway, voluntarily. The Targum 
Yonasan states, regarding the Posuk: vat kg rcd hkf ‘hvh tk that 
Tzitzis and Tefillin should not be worn by a woman (as a auckn), 
since they are for men. If so, women should be prohibited from 
wearing Tefillin, raising the question of why the Chachomim did 
not criticize Michal for transgressing rcd hkf ‘hvh tk. The Gemara 
(ibid 96b) also notes that if on Shabbos, one finds several pairs of 
Tefillin on the street, he or she should put them on, one at a time, 
and walk into a private area where they may be safely placed. 
Would this not also violate rcd hkf ‘hvh tk ? The Mishkan Moshe 
cites the Mishna (Kidushin 36a) which states that a female 
Kohenes may not participate in any of the Avodah tasks in the 
Beis HaMikdash, except for two Korbanos that she personally 
offers. a"g  Tosafos asks, wouldn’t a woman automatically be 
invalidated because she would not be wearing the Bigdei 
Kehunah (special Kohen garments) which a Kohen must wear 
during the Avodah ? Tosafos answers that if she performed the 
Avodah, 1) she would wear them, or 2) she wouldn’t need them, 
because only male Kohanim were obliged to wear them. Though 
trousers were one of the Bigdei Kehunah, Tosafos held that a 
Kohenes could don them because she was not wearing them as a 
garment, but rather to fulfill a mitzvah. The same rationale could 
apply to Tefillin, where Michal would wear them, and a woman 
would put them on to retrieve them from the street, both strapping 
them on only for the mitzvah, and not as a garment to be worn.  

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
During the time that R’ Zisha of Hanipoli was wandering about, he found 
himself in an inn, trying to warm up near the oven. A woman entered 
the inn and asked the people present if they had seen her husband, who 
had disappeared some time ago, leaving her an Agunah. She was 
traveling from town to town, describing him, but no one had seen him. 
Suddenly, R’ Zishe said that he was probably staying in the local Shul, 
among the travelers. The woman hurried over and found him. When R’ 
Zishe was asked how he knew this, he said: “I heard someone mention 
this morning that a new wayfarer had appeared in Shul. Since I am 
always careful to observe tua gna ta, tk, there must have been a  
reason for me to hear this today, so I assumed it had to do with her”. 

P.S. HaMakom Yenachem Yaakov Miller and family upon the Petirah 
of his father, v”g   Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Sternberg family. 


