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ashi explains that the case of an uncircumcised male is where the
brothers of this person underwent milah, and they died tragically
due to the procedure. As soon as a chazakah is established, and we
see that milah is causing the death of the children of this family, we
do not allow milah to be done to any other boys in the family, as it poses a life-
threatening danger to the child. If this child is a kohen, he cannot eat teruma,
and when he grows older and marries, his wife cannot eat teruma on his behalf.
Tosafos cites Rashi, and agrees that this is, indeed, the case of the Mishnah.

The point of Tosafos is that we might have thought that the case where teruma
must be withheld is that of a newborn, who has not yet had his bris milah (57
NINT2 XYW), but a person who is forcibly prevented from doing the mitzvah
due to uncontrollable circumstances might be allowed to eat teruma. The truth
is, though, that the Mishnah teaches the case of I'NN INN. The proof of Tosafos
is that the Gemara (71a) asks whether teruma oil may be spread on a newborn
before he has his bris, and the Gemara does not refer to our Mishnah to resolve
the issue. It must be, says Tosafos, that our Mishnah is not dealing with an infant
before his scheduled bris, but rather a case of even an older person, where the
bris was suspended due to mortal danger.

Throughout shas, Rabeinu Tam argues against this interpretation, and he
insists that the case of Y19 is where the person is required to have a bris,
but he consciously neglects to do so due to fear of danger or of pain (TRIWN
NInIVI).

PARSHA CONNECTION

This week’s daf we learn the concept of D220 |0 NN DY2 12, which
means that grandchildren are like children. Parshas 12"tk tells us to look at
the previous generations, 2Tl 2T NIIW 1112 “Analyze the generations”. What
are we supposed to glean from this analysis? The 1p!' 19D explains that there is
a very important message that we need to take from the earlier generations.
The D'IA believed that the world was always here and is not a creation of the
DIV YW 12121, Looking at the past and seeing how the first generations lived
very long lives (hundreds of years), and we live relatively short lives, should
cause one to try and understand why it changed? Once we understand that
N"2pPn created the world and that it was less than 6000 years ago, we can
explain that the first generations needed many years to discover and “invent”
things that later generations will have. Later generations don't need as much
time because we have a much shorter learning curve and can accomplish
more in less time! Let's use our time wisely and make this year special!
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e find on today’s daf that an uncircumcised

Jew may not eat teruma. Although such a

person is excluded from certain mitzvos

and incurs a terrible punishment as an
adult, he is nevertheless a Jew.

Once, Rav Chaim of Brisk, zt"l, was in Petersburg at a
meeting with other great Rabbonim when the issue of
whether uncircumcised Jewish children should be included
in communal registries arose. All of the Rabbonim agreed
that exclusion would make assimilationist parents think
twice before deciding to forgo the mitzvah and was
therefore a sound idea; Rav Chaim was the sole dissenting
voice at the meeting.

He exclaimed, “Rabbosail Show me where we find
that an uncircumcised child is not a Jew! We know full
well that such a child may not eat terumah or from other
korbanos, but he still has the innate kedushah of a Jew!
If he fails to fulfill the mitzvah later, when he comes to
majority, it's true that he is liable to terrible punishment—
but this is no different from the punishment incurred by a
person who ate cheilev or blood, or who desecrated the
Shabbos. Why, then, should you single out such a child?
Quite the contrary—one would think there is more room
for leniency here because it is the parent who is at fault,
not the child!”

One of the Rabbonim at the meeting then told a
related story, “There was a Jew in Warsaw who refused
to circumcise his son, and when the unfortunate child
died soon after, the community leaders refused to bury
the child.” All of the other Rabbonim agreed emphatically
with the decision made in Warsaw, but Rav Chaim again
expressed his disapproval.

He said, "As we find in the Gemara, an uncircumcised
child is forbidden to eat teruma, korbanos, the Pesach
offering, and to serve in the Beis HaMikdash. Nowhere do
we find that he is to be denied kever Yisroel.

Rav Chaim concluded, “If you really want to stop the
secularists, tell the parents that they won't be buried in
the Jewish cemetery, not the child!



REVIEW AND
REMEMBER

1. Is an exposition needed to teach that grandchildren are
like children?

2. What is one source that one who is uncircumcised is
prohibited from eating teruma?

3. Is an |2IX permitted to eat teruma?

4. Does the non-circumcision of one's children prevent one
from eating teruma?

POINT TO PONDER

The Mishna says that an 91V should not eat
NNINN. The XNA brings two opinions regarding
the source for this din. One is that we learn it from
NOD, and the other is N2'PY 21 who compares 91V
to XPL. In defining YV Rashi says that it refers to
someone whose brothers died because of their N9'n
and therefore he can't do a bris since it's a dangerous
situation for him. Another example of an 91V not
mentioned in Rashi is someone who refuses to be
circumcised out of fear, or 0'WINY. If we compare an
97V to a NPV would it also include these additional
examples, or would it be limited to one who is similar
to a NNV, meaning it's involuntary? (see NA'AN DIN
2"V T)

Response to last week’s Point to Ponder:
In an earlier NN, regarding slaves of a deceased
|ND, Rebbi Yosi says that if the widow is pregnant, the
slaves cannot eat NDINN. The implication is that if we
do not know that she is pregnant, the slaves could eat
NNINN. Why didn't the XINA ask the same question
regarding N1N2N on 'OI' 27, i.e., even if the widow is
not known to be pregnant the slaves should not be
permitted to eat since maybe she is pregnant?

Inthe case of 'OI' 27, if she is not visibly pregnant we
have a XpDD POD; maybe she is pregnant and even
if she is pregnant maybe it's a girl. Since (according to
Rashi) there are other brothers who inherit the slaves
and are feeding them NNINN even 'OI' '21 would
hold that in case of a NPDD POO we don't have to
worry about her maybe being pregnant. (See |p
NMIN). Another potential answer is as follows: in case
of a [ND N2 who may have become pregnant from
a non-Kohen the N1V will disqualify her from eating
NN'INTD, in the case of the slaves the concern is the
stake of the 121V and since there is currently no 121V
we don't have a monetary interest which belongs to
the 121V that would interfere with the other brothers’
interest in the slaves. We don't worry about the
possibly that he may have an interest in the future.

HALACHA : Qualification of a Laser
HIGHLIGHT as an Instrument for
i Circumcision
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An uncircumcised person (i.e. Kohen) and all those who are ritually impure
may not eat teruma.

he Torah obligates the circumcision of all Jewish males, unless the
circumcision would endanger the individual. One of the conditions
that pose such a risk is hemophilia, a condition represented by a
clotting deficiency in the blood such that the bleeding from even
minor injuries can possibly become life threatening. Some options' have
been suggested to be able to safely circumcise even a hemophiliac child.

The Strasbourger Rav, Rav Avraham David Horowitz? was asked whether
a hemophiliac could be circumcised with a laser. Being that the laser cuts
by means of burning the flesh, it usually does not cause bleeding and
thus would not pose a clotting problem. Rav Horowitz's response centers
on the acceptable tool for performing the circumcision. Metal is identified
as the optimal material for the circumcising instrument®. However, in the
absence of metal, any material that cuts would be acceptable. Rav Horowitz
distinguishes between the instrument for ritual slaughter that must be knife-
like and the instrument for circumcision which must simply effect a cut. For
this, the laser may be a cutting instrument. Thus, in the absence of other
options, Rav Horowitz accepts the laser for performing a circumcision on a
hemophiliac, with some additional conditions.

Rav Yitzchak Yaakov Weiss* and Rav Shlomo Zalman Auerbach® reject
this option. They reference the position of Rav Meir Arik® that circumcision
requires the hand’s direct cutting action, and thereby question whether the
laser’s cutting action can be considered truly direct since the laser is merely
placed in proximity to the flesh and it burns on its own.

Rav Shmuel Wosner’ posits that even if we accept that the laser circumcision
is lacking in the cutting requirement and therefore is not considered Halachic
circumcision, yet the result would still be that the individual is no longer
deemed uncircumcised (91V) and therefore the procedure should be
performed. Tosafos Yeshanim? in our passage does not consider individuals
whose brothers’ died due to circumcision to be prohibited to eat Terumah
since the removal of their uncircumcised state is beyond their control (DJIN).
With the availability of the laser option, writes Rav Wosner, the hemophiliac
may not be permitted to eat Terumah, because the opportunity to remove
his uncircumcised status exists, even if it may not be Halachik circumcision.
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Yevamos has been dedicated in 1"V Shelly Mermelstien, PN¥' 1"2 XPHVYNY ININY q0I'
9T |"OWIVYNIVN. For more points to ponder by Rabbi Yechiel Grunhaus, or insights by Rabbi
Gutterman, please visit our website, dafaweek.org, or download the app
To share an insight from your Chabura please email info@dafaweek.org
The shavua matters is published by the Daf a week program under the rabbinical guidance of
Harav Meir Stern shlita and Harav Shmuel Kamenetsky shlita
To sponsor a publication, please contact Rabbi Zacharia Adler, Executive Director at
info@dafaweek.org or call 507-daf-week. Sponsorship for one week is $100
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