21won |nn X7 21y 19% - What if a stumbling block is necessary to keep the peace?
AZ 14a-15b

In the first perek of Avodah Zarah, we learn about the prohibition to make it
possible/easier for a person to transgress. Are there exceptions to this rule? For
instance, what if giving someone something that makes it easier for them to transgress is
necessary for keeping the peace between the two parties? And what if giving something
to another person will make it only indirectly possible for them to transgress?

Questions? Comments? Email dinanddaf@gmail.com
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The Gemara relates: Rav Huna sold a certain cow to a gentile. Rav Hisda said to him: What is
the reason that the Master acted in that manner? Rav Huna said to him: | can say that he
purchased it in order to slaughter it, not to use it for labor.
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Rav Huna added: And from where do you say that in a case like this we say that the animal will
be slaughtered, and one is not concerned about placing a stumbling block before the blind,
despite the fact that the animal could be used to violate a prohibition? As we learned in a
mishna (Shevi'it 5:8) that Beit Shammai say: A person may not sell a cow that plows in the
Sabbatical Year, as it is prohibited to plow during the Sabbatical Year and the buyer presumably
wants it for this purpose. And Beit Hillel permit selling the cow, since the buyer can slaughter it
rather than use it for plowing. This shows that according to Beit Hillel, whose opinion is
accepted as halakha, one may assume that an animal will be used for a permitted purpose,
rather than for a prohibited action.
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Bet Shammai says: one must not sell him a plowing cow in the seventh year. But Bet Hillel
permits, since he may slaughter it...
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A woman may lend to her neighbor who is suspected of transgressing the laws of the sabbatical
year, a sifter, a sieve, a hand-mill, or an oven. But she may not sift or grind with her...
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And this is challerosnges from Rabbeinu Tam, as the reason to allow it should have been
because perhaps the woman will use it for non-shemita grains, as in mishnah Sheviit 5:8: Beit
Shammai says: One should not sell a ploughing cow during Shemita, while Beit Hillel allows it
because perhaps the buyer will slaughter it and eat it rather than use it for work...
And Rabbeinu Tam says that here is it known that she only has Shevi'it produce. Therefore, if
not for the need to keep the peace, it would have been prohibited to lend the vessels to her. On
the other hand, in a sale, there is no concern about keeping the peace, and therefore it would
be prohibited unless there’s a possibility that the consumer will slaughter and eat the animal
rather than using it for labor.
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HALAKHAH: Rebbi Zeira asked before Rebbi Mana: Does our Mishnah deal with the implicit
case, rather than the explicit? He said to him, is the implicit case not explicit? | can say a coarse
sieve to count coins, a sieve to sift sand, grindstones to grind spices, a stove to put in flax
bundles.
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And there is an opinion that in this case too it is possible to depend on (the woman not using the
vessels to transgress Shevi'it), as is stated in the Yerushalmi: the sieve can be used to choose
among coins, the finer sieve can be used to filter sand, the millstone can be used to grind herbs,
the oven can be used to cook bundles of flax; yet even so, if not for the issue of the “ways of



peace” they would not have allowed it. And there (in the case of a sale) it is permissible
because it is possible to depend (on the person not using the animals to transgress shevi'it).
And the reason for the difference seems to me: that there in the case of the sale because one is
trying to earn money - there is both the reason of earning money and the possibility that the
buyer won’t use it to transgress; but here in the case of the borrowing, even though it is possible
that the borrower will not use the vessels to transgress, if not for the reasoning of the “ways of
peace” this would not be permissible because why should a person enter such a doubt? And
still Beit Shammai forbid the sale case even though one is looking to profit because there is no
issue of “ways of peace” in a sale, while in this case of borrowing because there is* an issue of
the ways of peace, no one disagrees....

*the original says “is not,” but footnote (1) that we’ve included from the anr7 11> makes clear that
it should say “is”

annnp YT ANy |N71v .6

J'97 0'"7"/N A0 O'R'PA DY'X NTN AT 72X |NT INIRA X7?7X DMK 17K DAT 7D |'KY DR Y
|
DMAT XY 21 ONIn71 DAN O DNNY NN7I NRY? NN

D'72IX DINON RN 077X 1IN N2NPN 0NN 'YUIY 'R 02027 NIynn 04NN 17'9X1::Nan
D'>I¥I DN DMWY 1IXRI DAN DI'2 DN AXY W91 OX NA'R DIYN DT N'RT TIYIE .12 DI
DIYN DNNY NNY' -- DAN DI 0O'NNY DX¥NI'WT 0101 DX D71 .MWN 70 DNy NNY1 NRYY
(102 750) DN 91NNd INT NN

(1" owa ") NaTa nark 17 N KW NIYYY 011 DR DNNY NIMY7n 7'n0t woi ya n'ni

Some say that all these things are not meant except at that time, but at that time
they are not familiar with the nature of idols, therefore it is permissible to negotiate
with them on their holiday day and accompany them and all other things:

Reference: Even if they give the money to the priests, they do not make an offering
or an ornament to idols from it, but the priests eat and drink from it. And you also
argue about this because of enmity if we withdraw ourselves from them on their
holiday day, and we are among them and have to negotiate with them all year round.
Therefore, if he enters the city and finds them happy on their holiday day - he should
rejoice with them because of a faded enmity, as if he were flattering them (all in the
column).

And from the rabbinical perspective, a person with a soul should refrain from
rejoicing with them if he can do so without having enmity about it (in the name of the
Lord).
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The mishna taught that selling frankincense to gentiles is prohibited. Rabbi Yitzhak says that
Rabbi Shimon ben Lakish says: The mishna is referring specifically to pure frankincense, which
is used as incense for objects of idol worship. A Sage taught: And with regard to all of these
items whose sale is prohibited, one may sell to gentiles a large bundle of merchandise, as it is
clear that the gentile intends to sell the merchandise rather than sacrifice it to his object of idol
worship. And how much does such a bundle weigh? Rabbi Yehuda ben Beteira explained: For
the purposes of this halakha, no bundle is less than the weight of three hundred dinars.
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The Gemara raises a difficulty: But let us be concerned lest the buyer go and sell these items to
another gentile, and they sacrifice them. Abaye said in response: This scenario is certainly
possible, but we are commanded only not to “place a stumbling block before the blind”
(Leviticus 19:14), i.e., one may not be the direct cause of a gentile’s idol worship. We are not
commanded not to place a stumbling block before one who may subsequently place it before
the blind.
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§ The Gemara relates: Rabba sold a certain donkey to a Jew who was suspected of selling
large livestock to a gentile. Abaye said to Rabba: What is the reason that the Master acted in
this manner? Rabba said to him: | sold the donkey to a Jew. Abaye said to him: But he will go
and sell it to a gentile. Rabba responded: Is the only possibility that he will sell to a gentile, and
he will not sell it to a Jew? Since there is no reason to assume that he will sell specifically to a
gentile rather than to a Jew, there is no problem in selling to him.
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Articles which are distinguished by their use [in the worship] of one of the false
deities in a particular locale may never be sold to the worshipers of that deity in that



locale. Articles which are not characterized by such uniqueness may be sold to them
without enquiring [about the purpose for which they will be used].

If, however, an idolater specifically states that he is purchasing the article for the
sake of idol worship, it is forbidden to sell it to him unless one blemishes itin a
manner which disqualifies it for use as an offering to the idol. An animal lacking a
limb is not offered as a sacrifice to an idol.

Rabbi Avraham Shluzever (19th 1:0 a1 2Ty "0 D" ann 2y ATIA* X2 90 .11
(century Warsaw
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That which the Kesef Mishnah and Lechem Mishnah ask about Rambam leaving out the ruling
that selling a bundle is fine, in my humble opinion one might say the following: The Rambam
believes that the baraita that we do not sell weapons to Kuthim, or anything that can cause
damage because they will sell it to others assumes that we are indeed commanded even to
refrain from a secondary stumbling block (lifnei de-lifnei), and he does not want to differentiate.
After all, here the Kuthim are treated just like Jews in this regard, and we are commanded not to
cause a secondary stumbling block. Rather, the baraita certainly holds that we are commanded
about secondary stumbling blocks, and therefore Rambam rules stringently like that baraita, so
one may not sell the bundle to a non-Jew either.
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And furthermore, it is taught in a baraita: One may not sell weapons to gentiles or the auxiliary
equipment of weapons...
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Abaye analyzes this baraita: What is the reason for the prohibition against selling these items to
Samaritans? If we say that they are suspected of bloodshed, that is difficult: But are they
suspected of this? Didn’t you say that one may seclude oneself with them, which indicates that
they are not suspected of bloodshed? Rather, it is prohibited to sell these items to Samaritans
because they will come to sell them to a gentile. According to this reasoning, it should likewise
be prohibited to sell a donkey to a Jew who is suspected of selling animals to gentiles.



