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IMPORTANCE OF ....  
The Gemara (Bava Kamma 88a) discusses the question of one 
who injures someone else’s Eved Canaani. R’ Yehudah says that 
he does not need to pay the slave’s owner, because the Posuk 
says: uhjtu aht uhsjh ohabt umbh hf, and an Eved Canaani is not 
considered uhjt. The Rabanan hold that since an Eved Canaani is 
obligated in mitzvos like a woman, he is ,uumnc uhjt and one must 
pay his owner. Why does R’ Yehudah disagree ? Surely there is 
no Machlokes over the fact that the Eved Canaani is obligated in 
a woman’s mitzvos, making him an ,uumnc uhjt. The ohrga vtn 
suggests that the obligation of an Eved Canaani to do mitzvos 
might not actually be a Chiyuv on the Eved himself, but rather an 
obligation of the master to ensure that the Eved performs the 
mitzvos of women, similar to the obligation of a father to see that 
his son does mitzvos under a Chiyuv of Chinuch. The Rabanan 
hold that the Chiyuv is on the Eved Canaani himself, making him 
a bona fide ,uumnc uhjt. R’ Yehudah would hold that the Chiyuv 
is on the master, which does not change the standing of the Eved 
himself, and certainly does not grant him a status of ,uumnc uhjt. 
According to the Rabanan, who hold that the Eved Canaani’s 
Chiyuv confers upon him uhjt status, it is clear why the Posuk 
states: lrpc uc vsr, tk uhjtc aht ktrah hbc ofhjtcu. If the Posuk 
wished simply to prohibit one Jew from subjugating another Jew 
to a servitude of lrp (unduly harsh or oppressive work), it might 
have sufficed to simply state: lrpc uc vsr, tk ofhjtcu or even 
lrpc uc vsr, tk uhjtc aht ofhjtcu. Why was it necessary to add 
in ktrah hbc ? Who else could the Posuk refer to ? However, if we 
concede that an Eved Canaani is ,uumnc uhjt, the prohibition of  
lrpc uc vsr, tk  might have applied to an Eved Canaani as well, 
since the Posuk says: uhjtc aht. Therefore the Posuk added in  
ktrah hbc to limit the prohibition to ktrah hbc only.    

QUESTION OF THE WEEK:  
Before eating an orange or a banana, should one recite the brocho 
before or after peeling it ?   

ANSWER TO LAST WEEK:  
(Who needs a Talis for an Aliyah only on Shabbos ?)  
Halichos Shlomo (12:20) states that when a bochur receives an 
Aliyah during the week, he does not need a Talis for vru,v sucf 
because he is wearing Tefillin, which are sufficient for that 
purpose. However, on Shabbos, since he is not wearing Tefillin, 
he should put on a Talis. The same should apply to Shabbos 
Mincha, but the prevalent minhag is that no one wears a Talis.  

DIN'S CORNER:  
The custom in many Shuls is for the Gabbai to add in the words: 
rsb hkc when announcing the donations of those who received an 
Aliyah, in case they don't pay. However, although these words 
remove the pledge from the strictness of a rsb, they do not cancel 
the pledge. One is still bound by a ,uchhj,v to Tzedaka under the 
rule of: ,hagu runa, lh,pa tmun. (Teshuvos V'Hanhagos 2:476).  

DID YOU KNOW THAT ....   
The Gemara (Gittin 36a) describes how Hillel established the 
legal concept of Pruzbol which was a means by which any person 
could preserve his creditor rights to collect from a debtor, even 
after Shemitah, which according to the Torah, discharged debts. 
Hillel did this because he saw that people were unwilling to lend 
money if Shemitah would automatically discharge the debt. The 
Pruzbol transferred the debt to Beis Din, thus preserving the 
creditor’s right to collect. The Gemara (Makos 3b) distinguishes 
between one who lends money on the condition that Shemitah 
laws not apply to the loan, versus one who lends money on 
condition that the borrower not use the laws of Shemitah to 
discharge himself from the debt. In the former case, the Gemara 
concludes that this constitutes imposing a condition against the 
Torah (vru,c cu,fa vn kg vb,n), a condition which is 
automatically void, and the loan remains subject to the laws of 
Shemitah. However, in the second case, the condition is a private 
agreement which does not infringe upon the laws of Shemitah and 
is therefore valid. The Ritva asks, if such a condition is valid, why 
was it necessary for Hillel to establish the Pruzbol ? Let every 
loan conceivably include a clause whereby the borrower agrees 
not to apply the Shemitah discharge to the loan. The Ritva 
provides several answers. 1) It may not be easy to remember to 
insert this clause; 2) The lender does not want to imply that he 
expects his loan not to be paid on time; 3) It would appear as if 
there was something “wrong” with the Shemitah laws of the 
Torah, that causes the lender to evade them this way. Does not 
Pruzbol itself suggest “dissatisfaction” with the Shemitah laws ? 
The SMA (n”uj 67:36) explains that Pruzbol works together with 
the Shemitah laws under the Rabbinic eminent domain doctrine of 
repv s”c repv, which gives the Chachomim the right to make 
financial adjustments, and as such, does not evade but rather 
follows after the Shemitah laws.        
A Lesson Can Be Learned From:  
While driving home one Erev Shabbos, a young rabbi’s late model car 
started to stall. He still had 2 hours until Shabbos and only a half hour’s 
travel, but after dealing with a tow truck and a repair shop mechanic 
who couldn’t diagnose the problem, he began to seriously worry about 
the time. Boruch Hashem, he managed to arrive home at the last 
moment, and he quickly changed and rushed to Shul. As the Tzibur had 
been waiting for him, they started davening a little later than usual, and 
expected the Rabbi to cut short (or eliminate entirely) his Friday night 
Dvar Halacha. However, the Rabbi delivered his usual number of words, 
prefacing it with the following: In Elul 5730 Rav Hutner ZTL was held 
captive in Amman, Jordan after his plane had been hijacked. He was 
freed and returned home just before Rosh HaShanah. He had been 
unable to deliver his usual Maamar discourse before Rosh HaShanah, so 
he delivered it during Aseres Yemai Teshuvah, and began by quoting the 
Gemara (Berachos 5a) which defines Yisurin Shel Ahavah as those 
which do not cause Bitul Torah. “It is possible”, the Rosh HaYeshiva 
said, “to convert Yisurin into Yisurin Shel Ahavah by ensuring that they 
do not cause Bitul Torah”, which was why, despite his exhaustion and 
having lost 44 lbs. he wished to deliver his usual Shiur. “I too”, the 
Rabbi concluded, “would prefer to establish my earlier difficulties today 
as Yisurin Shel Ahavah by taking care to avoid any Bitul Torah ”.  
P.S. Sholosh Seudos sponsored by the Sternberg family.  


