
Amud 18a 
Week 24 
Rabbi Yaakov Berkowitz 
 
   This week we began learning the 3rd perek. The chapter begins with the topic of the laws of aveilus, 
mourning over a close relatives. The mishna states that an aveil is exempt from all the commandments 
of the Torah when he is in the period of aninus, the time between the death of the close relative until 
the burial. There is a dispute between the early commentators as to whether this onien is exempt from 
mitzvos and if one would like to be stringent and fulfill the mitzva he is permitted to do so (Rashi) or he 
is removed from the mitzvos entirely (Tosfos). It is noteworthy that this halacha is obviously only 
relevant regarding the positive commandments but he is still completely bound to keep all the negative 
commandments. 
   The above is a discussion regarding mitzvos such as tefillin, shema and prayer. There is, however, 
a dispute regarding an onein’s obligation in the blessing made prior to eating. One opinion states that 
the halacha is the same as other positive commandments, and a mourner in the time of aninus is 
exempt/prohibited from making a blessing. The other opinion is that of the Rash (R’ Shimshon ben 
Avraham 1150-1230) and he argues that an onein is required to make a blessing. The Kol Bo (15th 
century) explains that there is no contradiction to this halacha of the mishna quoted above that absolved 
the onein from blessings. He directs our attention to the gemara that we learned in the beginning of the 
6th perek of Brachos which tells us that it is forbidden for a person to derive benefit from this world 
without first making a blessing, and if one does so it is tantamount to stealing from G-d. Therefore, 
explains the Kol Bo, since there is a prohibition associated with not making a blessing before eating, 
an onein would be required to make the blessing as though it was a negative commandment.  
   Although on a simple level this is merely a halachic interpretation of the opinion of the Rash, I think 
there is profound lesson we can learn from it. We tend to learn gemaras such as the one which 
compares eating without a blessing to stealing as esoteric in nature and only there teach us the severity 
of a given halacha. What we see from the halachic stance of the Rash, however, is that if the gemara 
says it, it is true to the extent that the halacha would change based on it. This gives us an unbelievable 
appreciation to the seemingly esoteric gemaras which we will come across - that this is the way it 
is...really. 
   For a more practical look at this gemara, and for an explanation for how the halacha we follow, that 
an onein is indeed exempt/prohibited from making a blessing, can coexist with the above 
understanding, please listen to the shiur from Rabbi  Yitzchak Kowalsky. 
  

 


