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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Bava Metzia 96a) asks: if someone borrowed an ox, 
not to work with it, but for the sole purpose of appearing wealthy, 
do the normal liabilities associated with a ktua (borrower) apply 
to him ? Is a borrower liable simply because he has borrowed an 
object of value, or is his liability dependent upon the benefit he 
extracts from it, which does not exist in such a case ? The 
question is not resolved, and the Shulchan Aruch (n”uj 346:10) 
rules therefore, that such a borrower is exempt. The Ketzos 
(72:34) states that if one borrowed a Sefer, he should also be 
exempt from liability since a Sefer is used to perform a mitzvah, 
and there is a rule that ub,b ,ubvhk utk ,uumn - mitzvos are not 
deemed available for benefit. If one cannot benefit from a 
mitzvah, then he should not be liable if something happens to the 
object he is performing the mitzvah with. The Nesivos points out 
that the TaZ (s”uh 221:13) makes an exception for Torah study, 
considering the pleasure that one experiences from Torah study as 
physical benefit, similar to the physical benefit one enjoys when 
eating matzoh or Korbanos. However, the Ketzos disagrees, 
characterizing the pleasure one derives from Torah study as 
spiritual benefit, rather than physical. Since there is a Machlokes 
between the Poskim on this issue, one who borrowed a Sefer and 
lost it could relieve himself of liability by saying that he holds 
like the Ketzos. As such, R’ Yitzchok Zilberstein advises Shul 
Gabbaim to refrain from lending a Sefer Torah to a Beis Aveil 
without clear permission from the owner of the Sefer Torah, 
since, if something happens to it while in the possession of the 
borrower, the owner might not have any recourse.  

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
As between two mourners, each of which wishes to daven for the 
Amud or say an exclusive Kadish, when would the manner of 
their parent’s death, i.e. natural or violent, determine precedence ?  

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(May one wear Rabbeinu Tam Tefillin according to Rabbeinu Tam’s vghea ?)  
Although one may not “shop” for Halachic opinions that are to 
his liking, one need not always side with the same Posek if there 
are 2 different issues being argued. Thus, one may say hk ohe like 
one Posek for one issue, and like another for a different issue. 
(Chacham Tzvi 169) As such, if one conducts himself like the 
Geonim regarding Shkiyah (one issue), that is not abrogated by 
his wearing of Rabbeinu Tam Tefillin (a second issue), which he 
should not wear after the Shkiyah that he goes by generally.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
It is a mitzvah to enhance the Rosh Chodesh meal, as Rosh 
Chodesh is listed under Yom Tov and days of rejoicing. Also, 
whatever one spends to celebrate Rosh Chodesh is separate from 
the allocation of income made annually on Rosh HaShanah. The 
same applies to gifts traditionally given to the Melamdim by their 
students on Rosh Chodesh, to which the rule uk ihphxun ;hxunv kf 
applies. (Kaf HaChaim j”ut 419:1) 

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Kidushin 32a) states that R Huna tore some silk 
clothing in front of his son Rabba, to see if Rabba would become 
angry. The Gemara asks: if Rabba had gotten angry [at his father]  
would not R’ Huna have transgressed kuafn i,, tk rug hbpk ? The 
Gemara answers that R’ Huna had previously waived Rabba’s 
Kavod obligation to him. However, from the Gemara’s question it 
seems that rug hbpk would have been transgressed only if Rabba 
had actually gotten angry. Why wasn’t rug hbpk transgressed when 
the “stumbling block” was placed, even if no aveirah 
subsequently occurred ? The Har Tzvi (s”uh 124) suggests that  
sometimes, such as here, the person placing the kuafn is confident 
that the aveirah will not occur. In such a case, rug hbpk will only be 
transgressed if he is wrong, and the aveirah does occur. If 
however there is no indication that a test is being conducted, then 
rug hbpk is transgressed immediately. Would this apply to oneself 
as well ? The Gemara (Avodah Zara 20b) derives from the Posuk: 
gr rcs kfn ,rnabu that one should not think impure thoughts as 
they may lead one to sin. Does one violate this commandment 
with his thoughts regardless of whether he is led to sin from them, 
or only if he does actually sin ?  The MaHarsha cites the Gemara 
(Bava Metzia 44a) which derives from gap rcs kf kg that a 
Shomer who only intends to misappropriate the item he is 
entrusted with, can already be held liable for whatever happens to 
it, from the moment of his intention. Rashi explains that he must 
verbalize his intention, in front of witnesses. As such, his 
intention is not merely a thought, but is a verbal expression, and 
since ruchs never includes vcajn, perhaps gr rcs kfn ,rnabu is 
transgressed only with something verbal as well. The Har Tzvi 
suggests that gr rcs kfn ,rnabu is a general obligation to distance 
oneself from anything that could lead to gr rcs. Since one can be 
led to a gr rcs by speaking or by thinking thoughts, both are 
included in the warning. It is different from a situation where the 
form of the ruxht is one of speech, such as rcs rcsu lmpj tumnn 
which prohibits speaking of weekday matters on Shabbos. There, 
since ruchs does not include vcajn, thoughts would be permitted. 

A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
Rav Yisroel Yaakov Fisher was approached by a young boy who had a 
very good question to ask on the Gemara that his class was learning. 
Rav Fisher told him that he was very impressed with the question, and 
that he, Rav Fisher, was reminded of a similar question that also applied 
to the very same Gemara. Rav Fisher then carefully explained his 
question to the boy in simple language that he could understand. The 
young boy said that he understood the question but that he had come 
for an answer to his question first. Rav Fisher smiled and assured the 
boy that if he could come up with an answer to Rav Fisher’s question, 
then Rav Fisher would answer his question. When the boy told his 
father of his visit to Rav Fisher, his father told him that both questions 
were asked and answered by the MaHarsha and proceeded to study that 
MaHarsha with his son. When the father next met Rav Fisher, he 
thanked him for not simply answering his son’s question, but instead, 
encouraging him to study the MaHarsha and understand it himself.    
P.S. Sholosh Seudos is sponsored by the Redlich family.  


