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Rabbi Yitzchak Sultan Maggid Shuir, Curriculum Developer.

What Is a Kli Borer

The halachos of borer on Shabbas involving utensils (kli borer) are particularly
stringent - even selecting food from waste for immediate use is asur. And since this
is a major topic with significant practical implications, we will be spending a few
weeks examining various utensils whether or not they constitute kli borer.[1] [2]

Knives, spoons and forks:

Eglei Tal[3] and Pri Megadim[4] permit using a knife for permitted instances of
borer. Chayei Adam[5] and Eshel Avraham Tinyana[6] extend this to allowing a
spoon.

Rav Moshe Feinstein[7] ruled that the classification of a fork or spoon as a kli borer
hinges on whether it assists in the act of separating. If it does, it's considered a "kli
borer" and its use is prohibited by mid’rabbanan. However, if it merely acts as an
extension of the hand, serving to prevent messiness or reach distant items, it's not
deemed a kli borer. Minchas Yitzchak[8] agrees.
91

Shabbos K’halachah[10] rules categorically that
one may use any utensil which is not specifically
designated for borer to separate ochel from
pesoles for immediate consumption. Using a
fork, knife, or spoon is considered like an
extension of one’s hand.[11]

Shabbos K’halachah extends this leniency to
even allow using a utensil for the explicit
purpose of borer in the context of eating. For
example, it is permitted to use a spoon to
separate out chicken from vegetables even if one
only wants to serve the chicken, even though
one does not eat chicken with a spoon.

Shulchan Aruch Harav appears to rule leniently on this matter.[12] This is inferred
from his writing[13] that it is permitted to collect the cream floating on top of milk
if it is done for immediate consumption. Mishnah Berurah[14] understands this as
only permitting to pour out the cream but not to use a spoon to take it out.
However, Ketzos Hashulchan[15] understands this as permitting using a spoon.
[1e]

Mishnah Berurah’s own opinion on the matter isn’t clear, as in some places[17] he
indicates that a spoon is a kli borer and in some places[18] indicates it is not.
Some[19] explain that Mishnah Berurah agrees with Rav Moshe’s distinction.
Meaning, he permitted separating a thick item from gravy with a spoon since that
could just as well be accomplished with one’s hand, however, he forbade
separating fat from on top of non-homogenized milk with a spoon since that is
something that is nearly impossible to do with one’s hand. Similarly, he forbade
taking congealed fat from a dish of gravy with a spoon.

See footnotes at top of page 3
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Footnotes for Page 1

[1] Rav Shlomo Zalman Auerbach [ Shemiras Shabbos K'hilchasah [ch. 3
fn. 140]] suggests that even when using a utensil that serves to separate
items, it is not considered a borer utensil if the food it is used on is
intended for immediate consumption. To illustrate, this means that it is
permissible to use things like a tea bag, a teapot,( If one is planning to
consume tea immediately, Rav Shlomo Zalman’s interpretation would
permit one to use a tea bag (which separates tea leaves from the liquid)
because the final intention is immediate consumption of the tea. The same
principle applies when using a teapot that contains a built-in strainer to
separate tea leaves from the poured tea.) or even a salt shaker containing
rice( which is added to absorb moisture and prevent the salt from clumping
together. When one shakes out the salt, technically, they are separating the
salt from the rice.

if the

intention is immediate use of the salt (the desirable item), using such a salt

However, according to Rav Shlomo Zalman’s interpretation,

shaker is not considered borer. The separation of the salt from the rice is
not the primary intention, but rather a byproduct of the process of
dispensing salt for immediate use. Therefore, using the salt shaker would
not fall into the category of 'borer' in this context.) on Shabbos. None of
these are classified as 'borer' utensils under these circumstances. For
further discussion of salt shakers, see Shabbos K'Halachah 14:23.
However, many others disagree.

Medical Attention for
Pets on Shabbat

A common question amongst pet owners, is what
actions are permitted if one's pet requires medical
attention on Shabbos. We will explore the relevant

halachic considerations.

The Principle of V'Chai Bahem the Torah states
"v'chai bahem v'lo sheyamos bahem" (you shall live
by them [the mitzvos] and not die by them).[1] This
teaches that one must violate Torah prohibitions to
save a human life,[2] as Hashem values our lives and
desires that we remain connected to Him through
Torah and mitzvos. However, this principle does not
apply to animals. A pet's life, while precious, does not
carry the same intrinsic value as a human life capable
of performing mitzvos. Therefore, one may not violate
a melacha d'oraisa (Torah-level prohibition) to save a

pet's life.
Gezeiros D'rabbanan and Tzaar Baalei Chayim

A. Providing Food

The Shulchan Aruch(3]
that falls
Shabbos.One may provide food to sustain it.

discusses the case of an
into a water-filled ditch on
This

feeding does not pose any halachic issues in a reshus

animal

hayachid (private domain).

[1] Vayikra 18:5
[2] Yoma 85b; Rambam, Hilchos Shabbos 2:3
[31 Shulchan Aruch, Orach Chaim 305:19

Rav Eliezer Waldenberg (Tzitz Eliezer 11:41) takes a
starkly different stance from the previous poskim,
outright forbidding cosmetic surgery for both doctors
and patients. He asserts that the Torah's permission to
heal applies solely to treating illness, not to altering

one's appearance. He goes further, viewing cosmetic s

[2] Orchos Shabbos [v. 1 ch. 3 fn. 79] asks why a tamchui is a kli borer
since its shape does not aid borer. He answers that the reason a kli borer is
forbidden is because it gives one’s actions significance to be considered a
melachah. Therefore, any kli with any shape could be a kli borer. However,
that is only if one’s action is an action of separating, and the kli gives it the
status of a melachah. However, if it is primarily an action of eating, then
the kli is not a kli borer. This could be the intent of Chazon Ish — that a
teapot is not a kli borer because the person pouring tea is doing an action
in the process of drinking tea and not separating. Similarly, Rav Shlomo
Zalman Auerbach's leniency could be understood that a kli borer which is
always used for immediate consumption is not a kli borer because the
action is not defined as an act of separating.

[3] Borer 10:1, Tochen 23:1

[41319 MZ 3 s.v. ha

[5] Klal 82, Nishmas Adam 2.

[6] 319 s.v. Zerikas Eshel Avraham Tinyana is a work by the Butcatcher
Rebbe, Rav Avraham Dovid of Butchatch. Not to be confused with Eshel
Avraham, the work by Pri Megadim on Magen Avraham.

[7] Igros Moshe OC 1:124

[8] 1:76

[9] Orchos Shabbos [1:3:85] and Shabbos Kitchen [p.135] concur. Yabia
Omer [7:40:8] holds that cutlery is never a kli borer and is more lenient th-

B. Placing Pillows

The Shulchan Aruch further states that if the animal is
at risk of drowning, one may place pillows
underneath it for support, even though this violates
the gezeira d'rabbanan of mevatel kli meiheichano
(rendering an item unusable for its original purpose
for the remainder of Shabbos). The allowance to
ignore this gezeira is predicated on the principle that
tzaar baalei chayim - preventing animal suffering - is
a chiyuv d'oraisa (Biblical obligation) that overrides a

gezeira d'rabbanan.[4]

C. Instructing a Non-Jew
The Magen Avraham asserts that one may ask a non-
This too

involves violating a gezeira d'rabbanan, namely amira

Jew to rescue the distressed animal.[5]
I'nochri (instructing a gentile to perform a forbidden
action on a Jew's behalf), which is set aside for tzaar
baalei chayim. The Chachamim were relatively meikil
(lenient) regarding this particular gezeira compared to
others, and the Magen Avraham's heter (allowance) is
uncontested, a practical application of this is asking a

Goy to take the pet to the vet.

D. The Machlokes over Moving the Animal

The Taz quotes the Rambam's view that one may not
lift the animal out by hand due to the issur of
muktzeh.[6] This shita (opinion) appears problematic,
as it allows a gezeira d'rabbanan (muktzeh) to

override a mitzvah d'oraisa (tzaar baalei chayim).

[4] See Rema, Yoreh De'ah 117:1
[5] Magen Avraham 305:11
[6] Taz 305:6, citing Rambam, Hilchos Shabbos 25:26

urgery as a theological affront, implying dissatisfacti-

on with Hashem's creation.

He cites the Gemara (Taanit 20b), where Rabbi Elazar
ben Shimon insulted an exceptionally unattractive
man, who rebuked him for disparaging Hashem's

handiwork. Tosafot reveal this man was EliyahuHaNavi

an Igros Moshe.

[10] 12:49-50. See extensive analysis in Tziyunim V’Hearos 85, and in
Biurim # 12. See also 12:80.

[11] See Shabbos K’halachah ch. 12 Tosefes Biur £9 where he takes issue
with Rav Moshe’s distinction between prohibited and permitted modes of
borer with a spoon, and rules that it should always be permitted.Shabbos
K’halachah grounds his ruling on Shuclhan Aruch Harav 319:18

[12] This is the consensus amongst Chabad poskim. See Shemiras
HaShabbas p. 91n9.

[13] 319:18

[14] Shar Hatziyun 319:58

[15] Badai Hashulchan 125:8, 9, 15, 24.

[16] The Ketzos Hashulchan infers in a few places to be stringent on this
matter, see end of Badai Hashulchan 125:24, 125:14, Ketzos 125:3.

Shabbos K’halachah questions why Ketzos infers to be stringent when

according to Ketzos the Alter Rebbe is lenient.

[17]1 319:55 and 62

[18] 319:66

[19] Shemiras Shabbos K'hilchasah [ch. 3 fn. 141], Rav Shlomo Amar
[Shma Shlomo 1:5], Yalkut Yosef [319 fn. [20], and Rav Yosef Tzvi Rimon
[Shabbos v. 2 p. 606]. See, however, Orchos Shabbos [v. 1 ch.3 fn. 98] for
another resolution to the contradiction in Mishnah Berurah.
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The sevara (rationale) is that, due to the severity of the
gezeiras muktzeh, Chazal would instruct one to
passively refrain ("shev v'al ta'aseh") from fulfilling the
mitzvah of relieving animal suffering in this case.[7]

However, the Mishna Berura cites dissenting shitos
that maintain one may indeed move the animal by
hand if no other eitzos (options) are available.[8]
These poskim reason that even the stringent gezeiras
muktzeh can be superseded by the chiyuv d'oraisa of
tzaar baalei chayim.[9] The Shulchan Aruch HaRav
states that one may rely on this view in situations of
hefsed merubeh - significant financial or emotional
loss.[10] The attachment people feel to their pets
would often qualify, but a specific psak should be
this

discussion is mute, see last issue for more on this

obtained (if pets are not muktzeh whole

topic).
Conclusions Based on the above, we can summarize:

1.1ssurim d'oraisa may not be violated to save an

animal.

N

.Gezeiros d'rabbanan may be set aside for tzaar
baalei chayim in two cases: a) Asking a non-Jew
for assistance like calling the vet or rescue
workers. b) Rendering an item unusable by using it
to aid the animal.

w

.Some poskim permit moving the distressed animal
directly, especially to prevent substantial loss. A

rav should be consulted.

R NMenwchken Mendet #mﬂo;é

[71 See Sha'ar HaTziyun 305:35

[8] Mishna Berura 305:70

[9]1 Rashba, Shabbos 128b; Hagahos Ashiri, Shabbos 18:2
[10] Shulchan Aruch HaRav, Orach Chaim 305:25

in disguise. Rav Waldenberg further prohibits elective
surgery due to even minimal risk, stating that Halacha
never permits unnecessary procedures. In Tzitz Eliezer
12:43, he dismisses concerns over scheduling elective
surgery before Shabbat, asserting that Halacha forbids

elective surgery altogether unless medically necessary
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The Cutting Edge: Reflections on Plastic Surgery in Halacha

I n this week's parsha, the Bnei Yisrael received

d to each individual's taste (Yoma 75a), underscoring

the mann for the first time. The Mann adapte-

the Torah's recognition of subjective human needs.

In last week's column, we examined the halachic
stance on patient autonomy in life-saving medical
treatment. Halacha might demand that we override a
patient's refusal when the treatment is unequivocally
necessary and the refusal is rooted in misguided piety
or impaired judgment. However, as we illustrated,
coercion is warranted only under specific conditions
—when medical necessity is indisputable and the
refusal lacks a rational basis. Even then, Reb Moshe
Feinstein warns against forced treatment due to the
potential psychological harm it may inflict (Igrot
Moshe, CM,#74:3). When a procedure is not strictly
life-saving, entails significant discomfort, or has
uncertain benefits, Halakha generally upholds patient
informed consent

autonomy, making

paramount(Teshuvot ve-Hanhagot, Vol. 1, Siman 859).

This week, we shift focus to the other side of the
ethical equation—not the refusal of treatment, but
whether patients have the ethical right in Halacha to
choose elective medical interventions for perhaps
semi subjective reasons. Specifically, we will examine

the topic of plastic surgery in Halakha.

Plastic surgery falls into two categories: cosmetic and

reconstructive. Cosmetic surgery enhances
appearance (e.g., rhinoplasty, liposuction), while
reconstructive surgery corrects defects, whether

congenital or acquired (e.g.,, from an accident).

However, the distinction isn't always clear—
perceptions of beauty are subjective. Until the mid-
20th century, halachic responsa on cosmetic surgery
were scarce due to the pain, high mortality, and
infection risks of early surgery. This changed in the
late 19th century with antiseptic techniques (Lister)
and general anesthesia (ether, 1846), leading to major
advances. World War | spurred modern reconstructive
surgery, helping soldiers with severe facial injuries
reintegrate into society. These innovations expanded
World War I,

cosmetic surgery industry.

after shaping today's widespread

Rabbi Immanuel Jakobovits, who was the chief rabbi
of England and considered by many the father of
modern Jewish medical ethics, pioneered the field
with his 1959 book, Jewish Medical Ethics, making
halachic perspectives on medicine accessible (Rosner,
IMAJ, 2001). In 1961, he became one of the first to
address the halachic permissibility of plastic surgery,
speaking at the American Society of Facial Plastic
Surgery (The Eye, Ear, Nose and Throat Monthly,
1962). Lacking prior responsa on the subject, he
framed the issue around four major halachic concerns
that later poskim would adress: firstly, whether we

have the right to alter God's creation in a nonhealing

curative capacity (can medicine be noncurative), what
are acceptable surgical risks for elective procedures,
bodily mutilation (Chavala), and vanity, particularly for
men (Jewish Medical Ethics, 1975, p. 284). He posited
that purely cosmetic surgery would generally be
prohibited but saw room for leniency in cases of
medical distress, marital

necessity, psychological

harmony, or social and financial well-being.

X

This exploration examines the rulings of leading

poskim. The goal isn’t to fully define refuah in Halacha
or address all elective procedures, nor to capture each
posek’s  comprehensive  approach to  medical
interventions. Rather, it's a brief glimpse—a limited
selection—of how poskim have grappled with these
complex issues, providing an introductory framework

for the reader.

Rav Moshe Feinstein In Igrot Moshe (Choshen Mishpat
2:66), in 1964 Rav Moshe Feinstein addressed the
question of whether a young woman may undergo
plastic surgery to enhance her prospects for marriage.
He frames the issue within the prohibition of Chovel—
self-inflicted injury—and cites the Gemarah in Bava
Kama 91b, where Rav Chisda, walking among thorns,
lifted his cloak to prevent damage, allowing his legs to
be cut. When questioned, he explained that skin
Rav Moshe
explains this as the Rambam's source (Hilchot Chovel
U'Mazik 5:1), Chovel

oneself in "a degrading or destructive manner". From

regenerates, whereas fabric does not.

who defines as wounding

both sources, he deduces that permissibility hinges on

intent and context. Since plastic surgery is a

constructive act rather than an act of degradation, it
does not constitute Chovel and is therefore permitted.

While he does not address surgical risks, he supports

his position with a Mishnah in Bechorot (45a), which
permits the removal of an extra digit, suggesting

precedent for elective corrective procedures.

Rav Yaakov Breisch (Switzerland, d. 1970) was asked a
similar question to Rav Moshe Feinstein—whether a
young woman may undergo plastic surgery to improve
her chances of marriage (Teshuvot Chelkat Yaakov
3:11). Unlike Rav Moshe, who focuses on defining the
prohibition of Chavalah (self-wounding), Rav Breisch
looks for halachic precedents allowing medical
procedures for non-life-threatening reasons, thereby

expanding the definition of Refuah (healing).

He cites the Gemara (Shabbat 50b), which forbids
removing scabs for beautification but permits it for
pain relief. Tosafot ther comments:

“MY 07N 11 12 )7"7 whanny N78 1NN QWY 17 N ONI
N 71m YN 37 'NT”

"If the only pain he suffers is embarrassment to walk
among people, it is permissible, for there is no greater
pain than this."

This
psychological distress, allowing aesthetic procedures

broadens the definition of pain to include
when appearance causes deep shame. Based on this
precedent, Rav Breisch permits the surgery, arguing
that the distress of struggling to find a spouse is
significant and analogous to the social embarrassment
described by Tosafot.

He also addresses the halachic acceptability of surgical
risk in elective procedures. The Gemara (Yevamot 72a)
that

permissible, citing Rav Pappa's ruling that one should

establishes commonly accepted risks are
avoid circumcision or bloodletting on cloudy or windy
days due to potential danger. However, since people
regularly engage in these practices without concern,
the principle of "Shomer Peta'im Hashem" applies,
permitting such activities as

they are societally

accepted risks.

Rav Yitzchak Weiss (Minchat Yitzchak) In Minchat
Yitzchak (6:105:2), Rabbi Yitzchak Yaakov Weiss
addressed a she'elah regarding corrective surgery for a
congenital deformity. He raised concerns about the
prohibition of self-injury (chovel b'atzmo), though he
ultimately aligned with the lenient approach of Rabbi
Moshe Feinstein. Rabbi Weiss was sympathetic to the
argument that significant psychological distress could
classify a person as a patient in need of treatment.
However, the inherent surgical risks complicated
leniency, as he considered the potential danger to life.
He refrained from issuing a definitive ruling,
acknowledging the complexity of the issue and leaving

it open for further deliberation.

continues on Page 3, lower section
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