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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Chulin 17a) states that during the seven years in 
which the Bnei Yisroel waged war to conquer Eretz Yisroel, non-
kosher meat was permitted to them – even from a pig. The 
Rambam (ohfkn 8:1) lists additional items such as Neveilos, 
Treifos and Yayin Nesech which became permitted as soon as they 
crossed into gentile territory. The Daas Chaim asks why these 
food items were immediately permitted without delay, and yet, the 
Torah permits marrying a Yefas Toar captured from the gentiles, 
but only after a period of activities designed to deter the captor 
from going thru with the marriage. He explains that eating non-
kosher food during war is necessary in order to conduct war, 
which is why the Rambam lists the Heter in Hilchos Melachim, 
not Maachalos Asuros. It is not per se an act of submission to 
one’s Yetzer HoRa, for if kosher food were available, the non-
kosher food would not be permitted. Yefas Toar, on the other 
hand, is not a necessity for the war effort. It is entirely an act of 
submission to one’s Yetzer HoRa, as Rashi notes, and therefore, 
obstacles are placed to loosen the Yetzer’s hold. However, the 
Gemara (Moed Katan 17a) quotes R’ Ilai saying that if one feels 
his Yetzer HoRa overpowering him, he should dress himself in 
black, go to a place where no one recognizes him, do as he 
pleases, and [thereby] not cause a Chilul Hashem. If one is 
permitted to give in to the Yetzer HoRa to this extent, why is the 
Yefas Toar process so burdensome ? Several Rishonim, such as 
Rashi (quoting Rav Hai Gaon), Tosafos, Rabbeinu Chananel, and 
the RiF understand R’ Ilai to be saying, not that one may u”j sin 
while wearing black in a strange place, but that this formula is 
designed to remove one from his comfort zone, encourage him to 
think seriously about his intentions, and finally rebuff the Yetzer 
HoRa’s enticements. Chazal felt that given time to think, this was 
not only possible, but probable. The burdens placed upon the 
Yefas Toar are also only secondary. The primary goal is to give 
the captor 30 days to think about it, and loosen the Yetzer’s hold. 

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
When would a woman have to pay money for a lack of Tznius ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(When is it a sin for a non-Jew not to convert to Judaism ?)  
The Gemara (Yevamos 48b) and (Geirim 2:5) state that converts 
suffer after conversion because they “took so long” to finalize 
their conversion to Yiddishkeit. The Meforshim add that from the 
time that a gentile decides that he wants to convert, for every 
moment afterwards that he did not do so, he transgresses rjt, kc. 

DIN'S CORNER:  
If a non-observant Jew is driving by on Shabbos and stops to ask 
directions, one may not assist him with information, even though 
to do so may shorten his trip and will certainly preclude his need 
to stop again and ask for more directions. Rather, one should 
remain silent. (rzghkt .hm 15:18).  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Sanhedrin 73a) states that if one sees a man chasing 
another man to kill him or after a betrothed woman to attack her, 
it is permitted to prevent the attacks with deadly force by killing 
the ;sur (attacker). This is derived from the words: vk ghaun ihtu, a 
reference to the betrothed woman having no savior, from which 
the Gemara deduces that any means of saving her is permitted. 
Does “any means” include an unrelated personal agenda ? For 
example, if one sees one’s enemy chasing after someone to kill 
him, may one step in and prevent the murder by killing his enemy, 
for his own personal reasons ? R’ Aharon Kotler ZTL suggests 
that this is similar to a discussion in the Gemara (Menachos 64a)  
which deals with a man who spread a net in the water on Shabbos 
intending to catch fish. If he pulls in the net and finds fish, he is 
chhj for Chilul Shabbos; if he finds fish plus a child who had 
fallen into the river and whom he has now saved, Rabbah says he 
is ruyp because we only look at his deed which was permitted (in 
retrospect) for Pikuach Nefesh. Rava says he is chhj because we 
look at his Kavanah, which was not for Pikuach Nefesh. The same 
Machlokes could apply to the man who killed the ;sur, not to save 
the ;srb, but rather to kill his enemy. However, in Chidushei R’ 
Chaim Halevi (jmur 1:9) R’ Chaim Brisker distinguishes between 
straightforward cases of Pikuach Nefesh, and that of ;srbu ;sur. 
What gives anyone the right to kill one person to save another ? 
Pikuach Nefesh doesn’t confer that right. Killing the ;sur to save 
the ;srb is authorized by a Gezeiras HaKasuv, and R’ Chaim 
concludes that intent to save the ;srb is also mandated by that 
same Gezeiras HaKasuv, and not by traditional Pikuach Nefesh. 
The Kedushas Avrohom (2:9) suggests that the fisherman who 
saved the child is ruyp because Pikuach Nefesh is only interested 
in results, not Kavanah. However, since killing the ;sur to save the 
;srb operates by Gezeiras HaKasuv, the authorization to do so will 
only apply where the savior kills the ;sur with the intent to save 
the ;srb. If he does so for personal reasons, the Gezeiras HaKasuv 
does not exempt him, and he is chhj for murder.       

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
R' Tzvi Dovid of Cracow was the subject of a mud-slinging campaign and 
suffered much from ridicule and criticism. One Shabbos, he expounded 
on the Posuk in Tehilim: rga hcauh hc ujhah - the residents of the gates 
[lower class] will speak of me. "Why is this used to exemplify the sorry 
state of Jews in Golus ?" he asked. "Would it be better if important 
people spoke about him ? The answer is that when one speaks Lashon 
HoRa about someone, all of the speaker's Schar for his mitzvos is 
transferred to the victim of his Lashon HoRa, and all the victim's sins are 
transferred to the speaker. When great people heap abuse on someone, 
he may be comforted by the many mitzvos he will be receiving. But what 
can one hope for, from the rga hcauh ?”  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Sternberg family. 


