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Rav Yitzchak Sultan Maggid Shuir, Curriculum Developer.

What should I do if I find money in
my pocket on Shabbos?

The Rama [1] rules that if someone
accidentally leaves money in their
pocket before Shabbos, then they may
walk with it in their pocket until they
reach a safe place where they should
then shake it out.

His reasoning is that there is no
prohibition against moving a muktzeh
item after the person had begun
moving it before Shabbos, and that the
person carrying the money is still
actively involved with moving it. The
Magen Avraham [2] and Shulchan
Aruch Harav [3] agree with Rama,
whereas The Gra [4] disagrees. He

holds that it is only permitted to move -
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a kli she’'melachto I'isur once it was
moved l'tzorech mekomo, as Tosfos
and Mechaber in this seif ruled,
because the primary prohibition of moving a kli shemelachto I'isur is only violated
when it is picked up. If it is picked up for a permissible reason it can be moved
anywhere and if not it can’t be picked up.

However, moving muktzeh is a violation when it is picked up, moved, and put
down. If it was picked up before Shabbos that was permissible, but once it is
Shabbos continuing to carry it is forbidden. [5] Mishnah Brurah [6] quotes Derech
Hachaim who accepts Rama’s ruling, but only in the case of a pocket with money
in it. This is because in such a case, the pocket is not considered a bosis. However,
if someone were actually carrying muktzeh coins with their hand at the onset of
Shabbos, then they would have to drop them immediately.

Shulchan Aruch Harav [7] adds that one must immediately go to the place where
they want to leave the money and that they may not linger while still carrying it.

Rav Chaim Naeh in Badei Hashulchan [8] writes that one should not remove the
money from their pocket by hand; instead, they should shake it out. If that is not
possible, then they should remove the clothing containing the money.

RS D W Fow

[1]266:12

[2] 266:19

[3] 266:19. He gives an additional reason
because it is titul b’gufo. Shulchan Aruch
Harav Im Biurim V’hearos pg. 110 fn. 47
explains that although it is muktzeh gamur,
he is allowed to move it because we can
presume there is a potential loss, as implied
by the wording of Shulchan Aruch Harav
308:13.

[4] 266 s.v. vmi[

5] This explanation of Gra is based on
Mishna  Brurah 308:13 and B’inyanei
Muktzeh p. 12. It addresses the problem
Chazon Ish 49:8 raises with it.

(6] Biur Halacha 266:12 s.v. yachol

[7] Kuntres Achron 301:10

[8] 113:11
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Who was concerned that she would have to marry Esav, Leah or Rachel?

I h e pasuk (Vayeitzei 29:17) contrasts the

Rochel was beautiful, whereas Leah's eyes were nid1.

appearance of Rochel and Leah;

Although the term Mid1 bears some ambiguity, it is

clear that it is an uncomplimentary description[1].

This contrast does not necessarily indicate that Leah
and Rochel looked significantly different. Aside from
their eyes, they possessed equal beauty (Tanchuma
Yashan 12; Bechor Shor). Considering that Rochel and
Leah were twins (Seder Olam Rabba 2), perhaps the
intent of the pasuk is that aside from their eyes, they
were identical in appearance. This explanation would
account for how Yaakov was able to be fooled into

believing that Leah was actually Rochel.

Why would the Torah make a disparaging comment
about Leah? The Gemara (Bava Basra 123a) explains
that the Torah is in fact lauding Leah. When Leah and
Rochel were born, the consensus wasthat the two sets
of twin cousins would marry each other: the two elder
twins (Esav and Leah) to each other and the two
younger twins (Yaakov and Rochel) to each other (see
Levush 29:18). According to some versions of the
midrash (Tanchuma Yashan ibid.), this may also be
the implication of several other midrashim who
mention the DO'NIN, as the families exchanged
documents committing to the two matches[2]. When
Leah

inconsolable. Her

learned of Esav's true character, she was

abundant tears caused her

eyelashes to fall out, rendering her eyes nia7.

It is Leah's abundant tears and prayers that the Torah

seeks to call our attention to here, again
demonstrating the power of prayer to change a decree
(Beraishis Rabba 70:15). When she married Yaakov,
her fears were finally laid to rest, though these same
fears would later be realized by her sister Rochel once

it became apparent that she was barren.

Once Rochel realized she was barren, she began to
fear that Yaakov would divorce her and that she
would be forced to marry Esav (Beraishis Rabba 73:3)
[3]. This is alluded to in Rochel's statement (30:23)
after she gave birth to Yosef: "m9IN Ny 0'{778 ON"
— Hashem has hidden my shame. The word n91n
(shame) refers to a person who is uncircumcised,
namely Esav[4]
Rochel prayed fervently to be saved from this
predicament until finally "vnw'l 707 Ny 0778 1271

(Tanchuma Yashan Vayetze 20).

D'i77N N'7N" — Hashem heeded her prayers. By giving
birth to a child, Rochel had been saved from being

forced to marry Esav.

Rochel's prayers were not offered in isolation. On the
pasuk in Tehilim "TAy 'n 0212 12", the midrash
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(ibid.) tells us that Yaakov and Leah also prayed for
Rochel to have a child. Their collective prayers
prevailed, and Rochel was blessed with a child. Leah's
prayers were so powerful that her own male fetus was
transformed into a daughter, and she gave birth to
Dina, all so as not to encroach on Rochel's chance to
mother two of the twelve shevatim (Rashi 30:21).

Rashi then goes on to say (30:22), based on the
paytan[5], that the notion that Yaakov may divorce her
and Esav would then marry her was also considered by
Esav himself. It seems Rashi is emphasizing that this
wasn't merely Rochel's personal fear; there was
tangible threat posed by Esav:

7.n902NN 1Y MNNPY DX NYN RIY DA NNTRD V0N TOIY RIN”

As Rashi seems to presume that we are well versed
with this piyut, let us briefly familiarize ourselves with
the relevant passage. Rashi is referring here to the
kedushta of R' Elazar Hakalir that we say on the first
day of Rosh Hashana. Apropos the Torah reading of
that day describing Hashem remembering Sara and her
giving birth to Yitzchak, the first section of the
kedushta[6] talks about Sara's giving birth in the month
of Tishrei. In line with this theme, the second
section[7] references Rivka giving birth, and the third
section[8] refers to Rochel's ordeals and her eventual
giving birth.

The paytan expresses this through the following
phrases:

1inTNN — the red one, Esav

N7n N7¥ V1D — when he saw that she hadn't given

birth[9]

I'7 AAN{77 N1Y — desired to marry her

702011 — and she became afraid

N7NinD TVa 021 n7791 — and she prayed many
prayers for her hopes of having a child to be fulfilled

With to be

referencing the above-mentioned midrash that Yaakov

the word D'21, the paytan seems
and Leah also prayed for Rochel, emphasizing the
potency of the many prayers that were said on

Rochel's behalf to overturn the decree.

We mentioned earlier the midrash that the families
exchanged documents agreeing to the match between
Esav and Leah. This suggests that Yitzchak, and even
Rivka, agreed to marrying Leah to Esav. In Midrash
Tanchuma (Vayetze 4) it says that Leah would have

been suitable only to Esav!

Chasidus[10] offers a deeper perspective to the idea
that Leah was destined to marry Esav. The difference
between Rachel and Leah is the difference between a
tzadik (or as the Rambam refers to it, a Chasid) and a
ba’al teshuva (a man of self-restraint). Like the tzadik,
Rachel was perfectly beautiful, with no blemish. Leah,
whose eyes were impacted by her constant crying,
represents the ba’al teshuva who constantly cries out
to Hashem (see Rambam Hil. Teshuva 2, 4). This is
why Leah was thought to be destined to marry Esav. It
is specifically the ba’al teshuva, who has experience
grappling with temptation or distraction and managing
to overcome them, that stands uniquely qualified to
have a positive impact on Esav. Unlike the tzadik who
cannot relate to Esav’s challenges or engage him in
mutual conversation. This is also why Yaakov was
punished for not allowing Dina to marry Esav (Rashi,
32, 23); Dina, who shared the characteristics of her
mother Leah (Rashi, 34, 1) may well have possessed
the potential to influence Esav to change. Indeed, it
was these very characteristics of Dina’s that she
utilized to connect with and ‘convert’ the ‘girls of the
land’ (Be’er Mayim Chaim, Vayishlach 34, 1).

The Sochatchover Rebbe (Rabbi Shmuel
1855 - 1926) elaborates on this point explaining how

Bornsztain

unlike Yaakov, Esav was born with strong desires to
stray from the path of righteousness but that he was
meant to overcome these tendencies and thereby attain
great heights. Leah would have been the perfect match
for him in the method of serving Hashem, however
once it became clear that Esav was not fulfilling his
mission in this way, Leah was forced to marry Yaakov
and fulfil this method of serving Hashem with him.
Indeed, it is only after she marries Yaakov that a new
chapter in his life begins, one filled with challenges
and with the need to flee from evil (Shem Mishmuel,
Vayetze 5679).

» Footnotes on Page 4
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From Miracles to Modern Medicine:
The Halachic Journey of Motherhood, IVF, and Embryo Exchange

Th M week’s Parsha, Vayeitzei, introduces us

l S to Rachel’s struggle with infertility.
Leah bears child after child—shevet after shevet—
Rachel remains childless. Finally, Rashi (,7 n'wxia
ND)tells us that Rachel conceives, and both Leah and
Rachel find themselves expecting. Through Ruach
HaKodesh, Rashi explains that Leah became aware
she was destined to have a male child, while Rachel
was destined to have a female child. Leah, sensitive to
her sister’s anguish, prayed to Hashem, asking to
forgo her own son if it meant preserving Rachel’s
dignity. In a miraculous turn, as described by Targum
Yonatan (above also on Nd ,7 N'WN12), their prayers
resulted in an exchange of embryos: Dinah, originally
conceived by Rachel, was carried and born by Leah,
while Yosef, originally conceived by Leah, was

carried by Rachel.

For thousands of years, this account in the Targum
Yonatan may have seemed purely miraculous, with no
real-world parallel. It was not until 1978, with the
birth of Louise Brown, the world’s first IVF baby, that
a comparable scenario was realized. The
groundbreaking work of Dr. Robert Edwards and Dr.
Patrick Steptoe in the United Kingdom introduced the
first successful human embryo transfer which earned
them the 2010 Nobel Prize in Physiology or Medicine
and revolutionized reproductive medicine. IVF
involves removing an egg from a woman’s body,
fertilizing it outside the body, and then implanting it

into her—or another woman’s—uterus.

For those steeped in medical Halacha, IVF represents
one of the most complex issues faced by halachic

authorities in the past century. Rav Eliezer

Waldenberg (Tzitz Eliezer 15:45) objected strongly to
the entire procedure of IVF. He argued that the
mitzvah of pru u’rvu (the commandment to procreate)
could not be fulfilled through IVF, as there is no

precedent in halachic sources for such fulfillment.

» Footnotes for Page 4

1] Though many of the commentaries understand it in a positive light, for
just a couple of the many examples: Onkelos translates the word nia>7 as
‘nice’, Rashbam specifies that it refers to the beautiful ‘gentle’ color of her
eyes, namely green [perhaps this refers to light blue]. (Thank you to R. SB
Hazzan who helped me decipher Rashbam's French).

[2] Yaakov was 84 when he married Rachel and Leah. According to Seder
Olam Raba, Rachel and Leah were 22 at that time. (R. Elazar of Worms,
commentary to 29, 21, has them aged 21). This would mean that the
agreement was made when Yaakov and Esav were at least 62 years old.
(Seder Hadoros (2,192) discusses multiple opinions as to the ages of
Rachel and Leah, suggesting they married Yaakov at ages ranging from 12
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However, most halachic authorities reject Rav

Ovadia
(Teshuvot Yabia Omer vol. 8, Even Ha’ezer 21) permits

Waldenberg’s stringent view. Rav Yosef
IVF for infertile couples, specifically when the wife’s
own eggs are being fertilized. Similarly, Rav Yosef
Shalom Elyashiv (cited in Nishmat Avraham 5:113)
also permits IVF in such circumstances. Rav Shlomo
in Nishmat Avraham
although IVF is

couples are not

Zalman Auerbach (also cited
5:113) adds
permitted,

a critical nuance:

infertile halachically

obligated to undergo the procedure.[1]

A new set of questions arises when IVF involves
implanting fertilized embryos in a woman other than
the genetic mother. Female infertility is inherently
more complex than male factor infertility, as it can

involve challenges at multiple stages of reproduction.

to 31. See also Ramban (35, 22) who assumes that at the time of Rachel’s
death, Leah was beyond childbearing years).

[3] Lekach Tov (Tehilim 55) seems to say that the original arrangement
was for Esav to marry Rachel

[4] This follows the Midrash (cited by Da’as Zekainim 25, 25) that
Yitzchak didn’t circumcise Esav because he thought he was too unhealthy
to endure the procedure. Rashi simply says generically that she was
shamed by being told she would have to marry Esav.

[5] This aspect is found in the above-mentioned Midrash Raba too.
Perhaps Rashi assumes more familiarity on the reader’s part with the
piyyutim of Rosh Hashana than with the midrashim directly?

For some women, the primary issue lies in producing
an ovum during ovulation. In such cases, an ovum
donated by another woman is fertilized and implanted
into the intended mother, enabling her to carry and
give birth to the child. In other cases, infertility stems
from the inability of the intended mother’s uterus to
support a pregnancy. Here, the woman may be able to
produce an ovum, but a surrogate must gestate and
deliver the fetus. A third, more nuanced possibility
health

mother’s ovum may lack viable cellular components

arises with mitochondrial issues, where a
necessary for sustaining life. In such cases, donor
cytoplasm (ooplasm) from another woman supplements
the ovum, effectively combining cellular contributions
from two women to produce a viable embryo. This
innovation creates an unprecedented scenario where a
child may genetically inherit mitochondrial DNA from
DNA

potentially resulting in the halachic consideration of

one woman and nuclear from another,

multiple maternal contributors.

These scenarios raise fundamental halachic questions:
Who is the true mother of the child—the genetic
mother, who provides the ovum’s nuclear DNA, the
gestational mother, who carries and births the child,
or, in the case of mitochondrial donation, the woman
whose cellular contributions make the embryo viable?
Can Halacha recognize the possibility of multiple
This debate has

Halacha, with authorities offering diverse and often

mothers? no clear resolution in
passionate perspectives on these complex and deeply
human dilemmas.

In this discussion, which will span some weeks, we
will explore the various sugyot and proofs brought by
poskim, outline the key opinions, and highlight the
modern rabbanim apply in

compromises some

practice.

[1] The interpretation of the Lubavitcher Rebbe's opinion is a subject of
significant discussion among Chabad Rabbonim, reflecting a range of
perspectives. The author makes no attempt to adjudicate between these
claims.

[6] Staring with the words NTI79 OI' 7'N NN, this section is known as the
‘magen’.

[7] Starting with the words 7'WVNn'7 yon> 11 N7un, this section is known as
the ‘mechaye’.

[8] Starting with the words N'wa {71¥n AN 12N, this section is known as the
‘meshalesh’. Minhag Chabad is to omit these 2nd and 3rd sections.

[9] Mizrachi understands the words N70 N7¥ 01D to mean ‘when Esav
saw that Yaakov did not pray for Rachel’. However, most commentaries
disagree with this interpretation.

[10] See sources cited in Likutei Sichos vol. 35, page 153, fn. 39 & 40. Cf.
Toras Chaim 168c.
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