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OVERVIEW

INSIGHT

1) Analyzing the four explanations of the Mishnah (cont.)

The Gemara concludes demonstrating that the earlier cit-
ed Baraisa follows the opinion which maintains that items
that are sold by individual unit even occasionally cannot be
nullified.

R’ Ashi presents a defense for R’ Yosef and R’ Yitzchak
who explained that the Baraisa referred to a Rabbinic decree.
The Baraisa refers to an egg about which there is doubt wheth-
er it was laid on Yom Tov or on a weekday and the reason it is
prohibited is the principle that any item that will become per-
mitted cannot become nullified.

2) An egg laid on Yom Tov

A Baraisa cites the opinion of R’ Eliezer who ruled, like
Beis Shammai, that an egg laid on Yom Tov may be eaten.

R’ Zeira and Abaye offer one explanation of the Baraisa.

R’ Mari presents a second explanation of the Baraisa.

3) Shabbos and Yom Tov that occur consecutively

Rav maintains that an egg laid on one day is prohibited
on the next day, whereas R’ Yochanan maintains that the egg
is permitted on the second day.

The Gemara explains that the point of dispute is whether
we accept Rabbah’s principle of “preparation.” Rav accepts the
principle and the egg is prohibited, but R’ Yochanan rejects
the principle and the egg is therefore permitted.

It is noted that this issue is one that was disputed by Tan-

REVIEW

1. What does R’ Eliezer mean when he ruled that an egg laid
on Yom Tov can be eaten with its mother!

(Continued on page 2)

2. Why did R’ Pappa refuse to answer a question when it was
posed to him!

3. When is it permitted to knowingly nullify a prohibited
substance?

4. Why do we in the Diaspora continue to keep two days of
Yom Tov!
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Rabbi Yochanan had taught that if branches fall off a
tree on Shabbos, and the pieces fall onto a pile of firewood,
those branches may not be used for fuel on the next day if it
is Yom Tov. However, Rav Masna teaches that if branches
fall off a tree on Yom Tov, although these pieces are muk-
tzah, they may be used for fuel even that same day. The Ge-
mara clarifies that the entire wood pile can be handled be-
cause the muktzah pieces are outnumbered by permitted
pieces that either were there in the first place, or that they
were added after the muktzah pieces fell on the pile. Further-
more, we are even allowed to “outnumber” the muktzah
branches n9>NN32Y, in this case, because we are dealing with a
halacha which is 297 (muktzah), and the outcome is used
for burning

There are a number of qualifications to this halacha
which are discussed by the Rishonim. Rashba explains that
this dispensation only applies where the muktzah branches
fell onto a pile of permitted wood. Even if there are only a
few pieces, we can then add more permitted pieces to out-
number the muktzah ones. If, however, we began with muk-
tzah, we cannot then perform 9’1 by adding permitted
wood upon them.

Rosh adds another constraint. The only situation where
we can do NYNNOY 91V’ onto muktzah pieces which are
prohibited 192971 is when the goal is to use the pile to burn,
as in this case where the benefit is for firewood. However, if
the final product is for some other benefit, we do not con-
done NY’NNOY 91V91 even in the case of a PAIT.

In Yoreh De’ah 99:6 the 9ann rules according to the
Rashba. The Rema adds that we do not allow
nYNN3S 91001 in the case of any 277 NN, and the case of
the wood is only allowed due to the consideration of the
Rosh, that the benefit of burning wood comes only once the
prohibited muktzah is consumed by fire. W
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Continuing customs
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Be careful with the customs of your ancestors that are in your hands

[because of the fear that] sometime the government may issue a decree
and you will come to make a mistake.

There is considerable debate concerning the practice of cus-
toms whose reason no longer applies. For example, in the time
of Chazal it was enacted that Kiddush should be recited in shul
for the benefit of the guests who would eat and sleep in shul'.
Nowadays, people no longer eat and sleep in shul. Should the
practice be continued or not?

In the opinion of some Rishonim,’ once the reason for the
enactment no longer applies the custom should be discontin-
ued. The Beis Yosef,* cites numerous opinions which explain
that although there was a specific reason which motivated
Chazal to institute a specific custom, once instituted it is fol-
lowed even if the motivating reason no longer applies. A proof
that is used in support of this position is our Gemara’. Our Ge-
mara rules that although the initial reason for keeping two days
of Yom Tov in the Diaspora no longer applies since we have a
fixed calendar, nonetheless we continue to keep two days since
it is a custom instituted by our ancestors.

Regarding the specific issue of reciting Kiddush in shul on
Friday night, Shulchan Aruch cites two opinions’. Initially he
cites the opinions who maintain that the custom should be fol-
lowed even when the reason no longer applies and Kiddush
should therefore be recited. Afterwards he cites the opinion of
those who hold that Kiddush should not be recited since the
reason no longer applies. Mishnah Berurah’ cites the Magen
Avrohom, who writes that the custom was to recite Kiddush. W
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Two related incidents are recorded.

4) Branches that fell from a tree on Shabbos and the next
day is Yom Tov

R’ Yochanan ruled that branches that fell from a tree on
Shabbos may not be used the next day that is Yom Tov. He
explains why this case is different from the parallel case of the
egg that, in his opinion, is permitted.

R’ Masna rules that if branches fell into an oven on Yom
Tov, one may add permitted wood and use the oven that
same day.

This ruling is unsuccessfully challenged.

5) The two-day Yom Tov of the Diaspora

Rav and R’ Assi dispute whether an egg laid on one day
of Yom Tov is permitted on the second day of the Diaspora.

The rationale behind R’ Assi’s opinion is that he was un-
certain whether the two days are one extended period of ke-
dusha or not.

R’ Zeira maintains that R’ Assi has the more logical posi-
tion, whereas Abaye maintains that Rav has the more logical
position.

The Gemara explains why nowadays, in the Diaspora, two
days of Yom Tov continue to be observed.

6) The two days of Rosh Hashanah

Rav and Shmuel rule that an egg laid on one day of Rosh

Hashanah is prohibited on the second day. W
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Exaggeration or fabrication?
MNP NI

Rav Pinchas of Koretz, zt”l, was very
careful to always speak the precise truth,
without ever adding or subtracting a sin-
gle detail. This unusual level of scrupu-
lousness in speech kept him far from any-
thing even resembling falsehood, like ex-
aggeration. He often exhorted his stu-
dents to follow this path as well.

A student once asked Rav Pinchas,

“We find in Beitza 4a that when Rav
Eliezer said that a chick and its shell may
be eaten on Yom Tov, the phrase he used
was a guzmah, an exaggeration. Rashi ex-
plains that such exaggerations were a
means sometimes used by the sages to
bolster their arguments. Does this mean
that we, too, are allowed to exaggerate?”
Rav Pinchas of Koretz explained,
“The Ba’al Shem Tov taught about a simi-
lar concept. Although chazal said that it is
permitted to lie in order to maintain the
peace, he held that one who has fallen in
this area previously should not do so. It is
far better for someone else who is clean of

this sin to do the kosher lying!”

Rav Pinchas continued, “Similarly,
when our Gemara permits exaggeration to
strengthen one’s position in a debate, they
are only discussing chazal mwho always
told the truth. We do not have to fear
that a person with the integrity of chazal
will degenerate into outright falsehood
from a minor exaggeration. Someone with
a tendency to lie, however, is likely to fall
again into sin from a simple exaggeration.
Since such a person can accomplish what
he needs to by speaking straightforwardly
and honestly, it is forbidden for him to
exaggerate even the slightest bit! W
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